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PREFACE 

To talk of India’s political problem is to bring one face 
to face with a labyrinth of innumerable intricacies in the 
shape of inter-social, inter-provincial and inter-communal 
topics. It has been an unfortunate phenomenon that whenever 
this land of ours has faced any serious crisis there have often 
shot up in our public life a large number of schools of thought, 
not only conflicting in their opinions but invariably anta¬ 
gonistic to each other, with the result tliat in the midst of the 
tumultuous clash of interests the very problem on which the 
whole pivot of our public life revolved, has invariably been 
pushed aside and left India’s millions helpless. 

In an age of faction, partisanship, personal rancour, and 
communal animosity healthy criticisms are rarely to be found 
either in the press or on the public platform or in private 
circles. Misrepresentations, misinterpretations and vilifica¬ 
tions are not rare. Respective groups in justification, of 
their conflicting standpoints not only cloud the issues but do 
not hesitate to throAv mud at each other. In such an atmosphere 
a dispassionate study becomes difficult. 

In order to put the true facts before those in search of 
truth, I am presenting a collection of the correspondence which 
took place between Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President, All-India 
Muslim League on the one hand, and several of our contem¬ 
porary leaders on' the other. The correspondence speaks for 
itself., I have no comments td^ make-eiicept that-* I would ask 
the reader in the words of Bacon 

—“Read not to contradict andconfute, nor to believe, 
and take for granted, nor to find talk and discourse but to 
weigh and consider.” 

Bombay, SYED SHARIFUDDIN PEERZADA. 

January, 1944. 
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LEADERS' CORRESPONDENCE 
WITH MR. JINNAH 


From M. A. Jinnah Esq., m.l.a., President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

Neiu Delhiy November 5th, 1939. 
Dear Lord Linlitligow, 

I wish to thank you for giving me the interview oil' 
tlie 4tli of November as you had promised in your letter 
of the 28th of October wherein you stated that you will 
be glad at some suitable moment to endeavour further 
to elucidate any points that there may be in doubt as 
desired by the resolution of the Working Committee of 
the All-India Muslim League of the 22nd of October. 

In my interview with you on the 4th of November 
the subject was fully discussed and now, as desired by 
Your Excellency, I am herewith submitting to you the- 
following points for your consideration and early 
reply :— 

(1) that as soon as circumstances may permit or 
immediately after the war die entire problem of 
India’s future constitution, apart from the Gov¬ 
ernment of India Act, 1935, shall be examined 
and reconsidered de novo ; 
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(2) that no declaration shall, either in principle or 
othmvise, be made or any constitution he enacted 
y His Majesty’s Government or the Parliament 
without the approval and the consent of the two 
major communities of India, viz., the Mus'sal- 
mans and the Hindus ; 

<3) that His Majesty’s Government should try and 
meet all reasonable national demands of the 
Arabs in Palestine ; 


(4) that the Indian troops will not he used outside 
India against any Muslim power or country. 

I have already, in my interview, fully explained the 
reasons and the grounds in support of these points over 
and above o what is indieated in the statement of the 

Oct h 7 of the 22nd of 

October of the Working Committee of the AlMndia 

Sz'sL';'" 


"'I'mh 'was mentioned in 
Sen,emr"’‘- Committee df tlie 18th of 

faiml T’ ^ of securing justice and 

fa.rplay to the Mussulmans in the CongreLgovemed 
Provinces where even their clementaiy rights were being 
uthlessly trampled upon ; but as the Con'grdsSMinistries 
rrr,r'.L-‘ >0 say anything 

regarding this matter at present. 
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1 May I inform Your Excellency tliat I aUi leaving 
dor Bombay tomorrow morning. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JiNNAH. 


To M. A. JiNNAH, Esq,, m.l.a.. President, All-India 
Aluslim League. 

The Viceroy’s House, New Delhi, 

November 7th, 1939. 

Dear Mr. Jinnali, ^ 

’ Many thanks for your letter of 5th November. I 
fully appreciate the importance of the points which you 
raise and I will not fail to let you have as early a reply 
cES practicable. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 

From M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a.. President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

^ . Bombay, November ISth, 1939. 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

Thank you for your letter of the 7th November 
1939. Since the receipt of your letter I have been pressed 
with inquiries from different parts of the country as to 
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how and where we stand. Would you, therefore, mind' 
if I were to publish my letter to Your Excellency, dated’ 
the 5th November and your letter under reply. 

Yours sinceiely, 

M. A. JiNNAir. 

To M. A. JiNNAH, Esq., m.L.a., President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

Viceroy*s Camp, 
November 26th, 1939.. 

zr~ 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Tliank you for your letter of tlie 18th November. F 
quite understand your anxiety to publish your letter to* 
me of the 5th November and my acknowledgment of it.. 
I should welcome it if you could postpone publication' 
for, say, another ten days, as I am anxious tliat the 
interval between publication by you and my reply 
(which naturally must lake some little time to prepare- 
as I have to consult His Majesty’s Government) should 
be as short as possible. But if you feel that it is esscn* 
tial for you to publish without waiting so long, I can* 
raise no objection, though I would ask you to be kind 
enough to let me know' in advance the date you contem¬ 
plate. 


Yours sincerely, 

LiNtrnicow.- 
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TELEGRAM 
From Mr. Jinnah, Bombay. 

To Lord Linlithgow, New Delhi. 

Dated the 29th November 1939. 

Hope my letter eighteenth has reached your Excel¬ 
lency am waiting for reply as soon as possible. 

TELEGRAM 

M. A. Jinnah, Esq. 

Little Gibbs Road, 
Malabar Hill, Bombay, 

29th November, 1939. 

Many thanks for your telegram of today. I hope 
'you "will by now have received my letter of 27tli 
November posted from Bahawalpur— ^Viceroy. 


To M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a., President, All- 
Tndia Muslim League. 

Viceroy’s Camp, India, 
Calcutta, December 23rd, 1939. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am now in a position to reply to your letter of 
November 5th, in ■which you submitted certain points 
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for my consideration. You wll,-1 am sure, appreciate* 
that more than one of your questions, if consideied in* 
the light of all the implications involved in it, would raise- 
issues affecting othei communities in India, and that this- 
correspondence between us would not be an appropriate- 
medium for making pronouncements on them. But I 
hope that my answers, limited lliough their scope may be* 
by this consideration, will none-tlie-less serve to remove- 
your difficulties. 

2. My answer to >our first question is that the* 
declaration I made with the approval of His Majesty’s 
Government on October 18th last does not exclude exami¬ 
nation of any part either of the Act of 1935 or of the 
policy and plans on \\hich it is based. 

3. With reference to your second point, I cam 
assure you tliat His Majesty’s Government are not under 
any misapprehension as to the importance of the content¬ 
ment of the Muslim commiinily to the stability and’ 
success of any constitutional developments in India. 
You need tlierefore have no fear that the weight which 
youT communhy’s posifion in India necessarily gives- 
their views will be understood. 

4. In framing their policy for Palestine, His- 
Majesty’s Government have endeavoured to meet alE 



WITH MR. JINNAH 


T 


reasonable,Arab demands, and they continue to be fully 
alive to tlie importance of tliat issue. 

5. Finally you asked for an assurance that Indian’ 
troops will not be used outside India against any Muslim; 
power or country. Tiiis question is fortunately hypothe¬ 
tical, since His Majesty is not at war with any Muslim- 
power. You will appreciate, however, tliat it is impos¬ 
sible to give a guarantee in terms so wide as those of 
your letter, which would have tlie effect of limiting 
India’s riglit to use its omi army in its own defence in- 
circumstances ■which cannot no'^v be foreseen ; in the- 
present situation, however, as you are aware, every 
precaution has been taken by His Majesty’s Government 
at the instance of the Government of India to ensure- 
that Muslim feeling in India on this matter is fully 
respected. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow.. 

10, Aurangzeb Road, 
New Delhi, 6th February, 19401 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am herewith sending a copy of the Working- 
Committee’s resolution passed on the 3rd of February, 
1940, regarding the correspondence that has passed 
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bet^veen Your Excellency and myself for your consi* 
•deration. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. JiNNAH. 
To 

H. E. Lord Linlithgow, 

Viceroy and Governor-General of India, 

New Delhi. 

Passed at the meeting of the Working Committee 
•of the All-India Muslim League held at Gul-i-Raana, 
Hardinge Avenue, New Delhi, .on the 3rd and 4lh of 
February, 1940, under the Presidentship of Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

RESOLUTION NO. 1 : 

The Working Committee of the All-India Muslim 
League considered the correspondence that has passed 
between Mr. Jinnah, the President, and His Excellency 
the Viceroy, ending witli his Jinal reply dated 23rd 
December 1939. The Committee is of the opinion that 
llie reply of His Excellency is not satisfactory as certain 
important points still require furtlier clarification and 
•elucidation. The Committee therefore, empowers the 
President to place the vie^vs of the Working Committee 
before His Excellency and request him to reconsider 
•the matter regarding llie assurances asked for in the 
resolution of tlie Working Committee dated the 18lh of^ 



WITH MR. JINNAH 


9 


•September and tlie 22iid of October, 1939, and thereby 
remove all doubts and apprehensions from the mind 
•of Muslim India. 


New Delhi, February 23rd, 1940. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I placed the whole correspondence that had passed 
between Your Excellency and myself, ending with your 
letter dated December 23, 1939, before the meeting of 
Ylie Working Committee of tlie All-India Muslim League 
•on February 3, 1940. 

As was desired by Your Excellency in our conver¬ 
sation on February 6, I now beg to state briefly the 
views of the Working Committee, which are as follows:— 

The Working Committee appreciate the clarification 
made by Your Excellency regarding tlie first point and 
.are glad to note that the declaration made by Your 
Excellency, with the approval of His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment, on October 18, 1939, does not exclude the exami¬ 
nation of any part either of the Act of 1935 or of the 
policy and plans on which it is based. 

As regards the second point, the Working Com¬ 
mittee do not feel satisfied as the request made for a 
-definite assurance has not been met, namely, that no 
-declaration should, either in principle or otherwise, be 
made or any constitution be enforced by His Majesty’s 
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Government or enacted by Parliament wthout the 
approval and consent of the Mussalmans of Indn We 
recognise Your Excellency’s assurance when 5 on slate 
“ His Majesty’s Government are not under an) misap 
prehension as to the importance of the contentment of 
the Muslim community to the stability and success of 
any constitutional development m India You need, 
therefore, have no feai that the weight which yoiu 
community’s position in India neccssaiil) gives then 
views, will be undenated ” But, I regret to say, tlii« 
does not meet tlie point raised by the Muslim League, 
because it still leaves the position of the ninel) million 
Mussalmans of India only in the region of consultation 
and counsel, and vests the final decision in the hands of 
Gieat Britain to determine the fate and future of Muslim 
India We regret tliat we cannot accept this position 

As to the polic) for Palestine, the Woiking Com* 
miltee of the All India Muslim League vsish to impicss 
upon His Majestv’s Government that a solution ^should 
be found to the satisfaction of the Arabs The Com 
mitlee aie glad to note, as Your Excellenc) elate«!, that 
His Majesty’s Government have endeavouied to meet 
all rea«omble Arab demands, and the) continue to be 
fully alive to that is«ue But the e)cs of the Mu'^lim 
VNorld arc watching the situation keenly and a definite 
solution «!iould he found without hlav 
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With regard to the use of Indian troops against 
any Muslim Power or country, the Committee feel that 
Your Excellency has misunderstood the position. Wlien 
w^e asked for an assurance tliat Indian troops will not 
be used outside India against any Muslim Power or 
country, it was not intended that tliey shall not be used 
^for the defence of the country in case of an attack on, 
or aggression against India. Wliile we thank Your 
Excellency for informing us tliat every precaution has 
been taken by His Majesty's Government, at the instance 
of the Government of India, to insure that Muslim 
feeling in India on this matter is fully respected we feel 
that further clarification of the position is necessary. 

It is required of the Muslim League to give- 
assurance of wholehearted co-operation and active sup¬ 
port on behalf of the Mussalmans of India to the British 
Government for the purpose of prosecution of the war. 
The Committee are of opinion that before doing that they 
must feel confident that the future of the Mussalmans 
of India is not left in the region of uncertainty or doubt¬ 
ful possibility. Consequently, we do not consider it 
unreasonable on our part to ask for a definite assurance 
that no commitments will be made with regard to the- 
future constitution of India or any interim settlement 
with any other party without our approval and consent. 
If His Majesty’s Govenunent are prepared to treat the- 
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leadership of the Mussalmans as a responsible body, 
then they must be trusted, especially where the question 
•of determining their oivn future is concerned. 

We are constrained to stale that Your Excellency 
is unnecessarily over-anxious about the interests of otlier 
communities. It has never been our desire unjustly to 
harm any community. The issues that have been raised 
by us are due to apprehensions that the British Goveni- 
ment may be stampeded by other powerful organisations 
in the country into adopting a course or agreeing to a 
settlement in the matter of India’s constitution which 
may prove not only highly detrimental to the interests 
of the Mussalmans but may be disastrous for them. 

As regards Palestine and the use of Indian troops, 
our demands, as explained by me above, cannot in any 
way prejudice the interests of any other community. 
It is not possible in a letter of tins kind to state fully 
tlie various reasons and details ; but, if Your Excellency 
so desires, I shall be very glad to place tlic views of 
the Committee before you in fuller details at an early 
•date, whenever Your Excellency finds it convenient. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JiNNAlI. 



1VITH :\IR. JINNAII 
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H. E. llie Viceroy's Idler lo Mr. Jinnah, 

Dated, April 19, 1940- 

Dear Mr. Jiniiali, 

I Avns glad lo gallicr from your Idler of February 
24, lhal my leltcr lo you of December 23 liad removed 
some of ibe doubls, which liad been felt by ibe All-India 
Muslim League. I do not read your letter as indicating 
that the V'^orking Committee of the League expects any¬ 
thing furlher from me in your points—the scope of the 
examination of the constitutional position lo follow war 
and the policy in Palestine. 

You ask, however, ^for further clarification of the- 
position in regard to the use of Indian troops against 
Muslim Powers or countries, while explaining, as I note 
and appreciate, that you had no intention of attempting 
to circumscribe their use in defending India against 
attack or aggression. I presume that you do not expect 
a guarantee, which it would obviously be impossible to- 
give, binding us in future contingencies which no one 
can foresee. But you need have no fear that if at any 
lime such a contingency arose the consideration under¬ 
lying your suggestion would be overlooked. Fortunately, 
however, so far as the present situation is concerned. 
His Majesty’s Government.are in friendly and sympa¬ 
thetic relations with all Muslim Powers to some of 
whom indeed they are bound by alliance, while with the 
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le&t they are on terms of most cordial friendship 

You represent that your second point was not felt 
hy the Working Committee to be adequately met by 
tlie terms of my letter You have no doubt noticed tlie 
passage in the Secretary of Slate’s speech on April 18 
m which he used these words . 

But that does not mean that the future constitution 
of India IS to be a constitution dictated by the Govern 
men and Parliament of this country against the wislies 
of the Indian people The undertaking given by His 
Majesty’s Government to examine tlie constitutional field 
in consultation with representatives of all parlies and 
interests in India connotes not dictation but negotiation 
Admittedly a substantial measure of agiecnient amongst 
the communities in India is essential if the vi&ion of a 
united India, which has inspired the labouis of so many 
Indians and Englishmen, is to become a reality , foi I 
cannot believe that any Government or Pailiament in 
this country v\ould attempt to impose by foice upon, for 
example, 80 million Muslim subjects of His Mijesty in 
India, a form of constitution under which tliey would 
not live peacefully 'ind contentedly” 

Tins statement, I am sure you will agree, Ins 
removed any possible doubts on tins point 

Yoin-s sincerely, 
Linlitjicow. 
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reported, ‘good bag today, polished off rebels,’ it being borne 
in mind that the ‘rebels’ thus hanged or blown from guns were 
not taken in arms but- villagers apprehended^ ‘on suspicion’. 
During this march atrocities were committed in the burning 
of villages and rnassacre of innocent ■ inhabitants at which 
Mohammad Tuglak himself would have stood ashamed, 
How General Havelock behaved after entering Cawnpore 
is writte®n by Charles Ball as follows:— 

“General Havelock began to wreak, a \terrible vengeance 
for the death of Sir Hugh Wheeler. Batch upon batch of 
natives mounted the scaffold. 'The calmness of mind and 
nobility of demeanour which some of the revolutionaries 
showed at the time of death was such as would do credit to 
those who martyred themselves for devotion to a principle.’’ 

Charles Ball’s Indian Mutiny, vol. 1. p. 388. 

First the British and Sikh soldiers were ordered to plunder 
the' city and then the business of hanging was started. The 
most insulting was the event of forcing- the Brahmins to' lick 
with their tongues a blood-stained spot which was suspected 
to be tainted with thC blood of the English ladies, alleged to 
have been murdered by Revolutionaries. The object of this 
heinous act is described by one English Historian as belo-w: 

“T know that the act of touching Feringhi blood and 
washing it with a sweeper’s broom degrades a high caste 
Hindoo from his religion. Not only this but I make them do 
it because I know it. We could not wreak a true revenge 
unless we' trample all their religious instincts under foot, 
before we hang them, so that they may not have the satisfaction 

of dying as Hindoos.”—.—Ibid. 

Some outrages which were • committed after the siege of 
Delhi by the soldiers of the company may also be mentioned. 

‘‘After.the siege was over, the outrages committed by our 
army are simply heart-rending. A wholesale vengeance is 
being taken without distinction of friend and foe-* ^ As regards 
the looting, we have indeed surpassed Nadirshah !” 

Lord Elphinstone wrote the above in his letter to Lord 

Lawrence. .. ■ . 

Again Lord Montgomei'y Martin writes : — 

“All the city people found within the^valls, when our 
troops entered, were bayonetted on the spot; and the number 
was considerable, as you. may suppose, when I tell you that 
in some houses forty, or fifty persons were hiding. These 
were not mutineers, but residents of the city, who trusted to 
our well-known mild rule for pardon. I am glad to say they 
were disappointed.” 

How Hindus and Muslims before being put to death were 
defiled writes Russell ;; — 
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Proceedings of the meeting of the Working Com¬ 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League held on June 15^ 
16 and 17, 1940 at Bombay :— 

Resolved : The Working Committee of the All-India 
Muslim League, while being of the opinion that further 
clarification contained in the letter of His Excellency the 
Viceroy, dated April 19, 1940, with regard to the 
assurances asked for by the All-India Muslim League 
is not satisfactory, endorses the following from the 
statement issued by the President, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, 
on May 27, 1940 : 

“ Up to the present moment, we have not created 
any difficulty nor have we embarrassed the British Gov¬ 
ernment in tlie prosecution of the war. The provinces 
where tlie Muslim League has a dominant voice have 
been left free to co-operate with the British Government, 
pending their consideration with regard to the assurances 
we have asked for, and in particular that the British 
Government should make no declaration regarding the 
future constitutional problems of India and the vital 
issues that have been raised in that connection without 
our approval and consent. 

“ Nevertheless, without prejudice to the adjustment 
of the larger issues later on, we were even trilling, as far 
back os No\cmber last, to consider the proposal of the* - 
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Viceroy to bring about an honourable and workable 
adjustment in tlie provincial field, which ivould have 
been followed up witli our representatives being appoint¬ 
ed to tlie Executive Council of tlie Central Government 
to the extent permissible within the frame^vork of tlie 
present constitution and exitsing law. But this proposal 
was summarily rejected by Mr. Gandhi and the 
Congress. 

“ A similar attempt was again made by His Excel¬ 
lency early in February, which met ivuth tlie same fate. 
Since then it seems that the Vicero}^ has been waiting 
for the Congress to pass its word. 

“ With regard to Mr. Amery's statement and tlie 
broadcast appeal of His Excellency tlie Viceroy, may I 
say that it is up to the British Government to show trust 
in Muslim leadership. There are many ways of .doing 
so—and, as confident friends seek our wholehearted co¬ 
operation, we shall not fail.” 

The Working Committee looks with alarm at tlie 
growing menace of Nazi aggression which has been most 
ruthlessly depriving! one nation after another of its 
liberty and freedom and regards the unprovoked attack 
by the Italian Government against the Allies as most 
unwarranted and immoral at a time when France was. 
engaged in a brave struggle against very heavy odds. 


2 
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Proceedings of the meeting of the Working Com* 
mitlee of the All India Muslim League held on June 15^ 
16 and 17, 1940 at Bombay .— 

Resolved Tlie Working Committee of the All India 
Muslim League, while being of the opinion that further 
clarification contained in the letter of His Excellency the 
Viceroy, dated Apiil 19, 1940, with regard to the 
assurances asked for by the All India Muslim League 
IS not satisfactory, endorses the following from the 
statement issued by the President, Mr M A Jinnah, 
on May 27, 1940 : 

“Up to die pre«enl moment, ue have not created 
any difficulty nor ha\e we embarrassed the British Gov¬ 
ernment in the prosecution of tlie '\ar The provinces 
where the Muslim League has a dominant voice have 
been left free to co operate with the British Government, 
pending their consideration with regard to the assurances 
we have asked for, and in particular that the British 
Government should make no declaration regarding the 
future constitutional problem's of India and the vital 
issues that have been raised in lliot connection without 
our approval and con«enl 

“ Neverlheles®, without prejudice to the adjustment 
of the larger issues later on, we were even willing, as far 
back as November la^t, to consider the propo'^al of the* 
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Viceroy to bring about an honourable and workable 
adjustment in the provincial field, which would have 
been followed up with our representatives being appoint¬ 
ed to the Executive Council of the Central Government 
to the extent permissible within the framework of tlie 
present constitution and exitsing law. But this proposal 
was summarily rejected by Mr. Gandhi and the 
Congress. 

“ A similar attempt was again made by His Excel¬ 
lency early in February, which met with tlie same fate. 
Since then it seems that the Vicero}^ has been waiting 
for the Congress to pass its word. 

“With regard to Mr. Amery’s statement and the 
broadcast appeal of His Excellency the Viceroy, may I 
say that it is up to tlie British Government to show trust 
in Muslim leadership. There are many ways of .doing 
so—and, as confident friends seek our wholehearted co¬ 
operation, we shall not fail.” 

Tlie Working Committee looks ivith alarm at the 
growing menace of Nazi aggression which has been most 
rutlilessly depriving! one nation after another of its 
liberty and freedom and regards the unprovoked attack 
by the Italian Government against the Allies as most 
unwarranted and immoral at a time when France was 
engaged in a brave struggle against very heavy odds. 


2 
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TJie giave ^\oiId situation demands seiious effoits 
on die pait of eveiy Indian foi llie defence of his countiy, 
and the Woiking Committee calls upon the Go\eniment 
of India to prepare the country in an oiganised manner 
to meet ev’ery eventuality. Tlie Committee is coiistiained 
to state tliat the pioposals for the Defence of India 
indicated in die statement of Theii Excellencies the 
Viceioy and the Commandei-in-Chief, as well as the 
statements of some piovincial Go\emois, aie wliolly 
inadequate to meet die urgent leqiiirements of the situa- 
tidn. The Committee, theiefoie, audioiises its Piesidenl 
to entei into communication uidi His Excellency die 
Viceroy nith a vieu to exploiing llie possibility of devis¬ 
ing piompt and effective measuies to mobilise the 
country’s lesouices foi the puipose of intensifying \\ar 
cffoits and the defence of India. 

The Committee is of the \iew that, unle&s a satis¬ 
factory basis for close co-opeiation is agieed upon on 
an All-India basis and not piovince-nisc Iictueen the 
Government and die Muslim League and such oilier 
parties as are ^^i^i^g to undeitake the responsibility for 
the defence of the country in die face of imminent 
danger, the real purpose and objective nill not he served 
and acliic\ed. Tlie Working Committee is of the opinion 
that, in \iew of the immediate gra\e danger that is facing 
the country, real purpose will not he gened by the 
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Mussalmaiis and others merely joining tlie proposed 
jprovincial and district war committees with their present 
:SCope and fmictions. 

Ml’. Jiniiah’s letter. 

Dated, Simla, July 1, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Laithwaite, 

I am (enclosing herewith a rough note of tlie points 
I disGiisaed with him on June 27, 1940, in the course 
of my interview. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JiNNAH. 

T^qte : That no pronouncement or statement should 
!lie made by His Majesty’s Government which would, in 
any way, militate against the basic and fundamental 
principles laid down by the Lahore resolution of division 
lof India and creating Muslim States in the North-west 
and Eastern zones ; and it may be stated that tliat ideal 
mow has become the universal faith of Muslim India. 

That His Majesty’s Government must give definite 
and categorical assurances to the Mussulmans of India 
fthat no interim or final scheme of constitution would 
he adopted by the British Government without tlie pre¬ 
vious approval of Muslim India. 

Jn view of the rapid developments in Europe and 
.grave danger diat is facing India, it is fully realised 
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that everything should be done tliat is possible to inten-- 
sify war efforts and mobilise all the resources of Indian 
for her defence for the purpose of maintaining internaL 
secuiit^, peace and tianquiUity, and to ward off extemaL 
aggression But this can only be achieved provided tlie 
British Government aie ready and \silling to associate 
the Muslim leadeiship as equal partners in the Govern 
■ment both at the Centre and in all tlie provinces In 
othei words, Muslim India leadership must he fully- 
trusted as equals, and have equal share in the authority 
and control of the Govemments, Central and Provincial 

Provisional!) and during the peiiod of the Nvar 
tlie following steps should he taken to comply with tlie 
formula, namel), co operation wtli the Government ^\llh 
equal share in the authority of Uie Government 

(A) That the Executive Council of the Viceioy 
should be enlarged, •\Mthin the framework of the present 
con'-tilutioml existing law, the additional numbei to 
he »ellled b) further discussions, but it being understood 
that the Muslim representation must be equal to that of 
the Hindus if the Congress comes in, otherwise they 
should have the majority of the additional members, as 
It IS obiious that the mam burden and the responsibility 
ivill be borne by the Mussalmans in that case 

(B) In the provinces where Section 93 1ms to 
operate, non official advisers should l»c appointed, thp 
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•aiumber to be fixed after further discussion, and the 
majority of tlie non-official advisers should be the repre¬ 
sentatives of Mussalmans ; and where the provinces can 
i»e run by combination of parties or ‘ coalition natur- 
:^ally it would be for tlie parties concerned to adjust 
matters by agreement among themselves. 

(C) Tliere should be a War Council consisting 
•of not less tlian fifteen members, including the President, 
To be presided over by His Excellency the Viceroy. I 
•don’t like tlie expression “ War Consultative Committee.” 
This Council should regularly meet to deal with, any 
Teview, the general situation as it may develop from time 
to time, and advise the Government with regard to 
matters in coimection with the prosecution of the war 
generally, and in particular, the fullest development of 
the defence possible, and finance, and to make a thorough 
economic and industrial drive. In this body it will not 
be difficult to secure the representation and full co- 
■operation of the Indian Princes, and as far as I can 
judge, they would have no difficulty in joining it. It is 
through this body that the association of the Princes can 
be secured. Here again, the, representation of Muslim 
India must be equal to that of the Hindus if the Congress 
<comes in, otherwise diey should have the majority. 

Finally, the representatives of the Mussalmans on 
Ithe proposed War Council and the Executive Comicil 
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of the Goveinor Geneia]» and the additional non oRlciaT 
advisers of the Goveinois, should he chosen h> the- 
Muslim League 

H E the Viceioy’s lellei to Mr Jmnah 

Simla, July 6, 1940- 

Dear Ml Jmnah, 

I am mucli obliged foi the piivate and peisonal 
raemoiandiun headed “tentative pioposal ” ivhicli >ou 
i\ere kind enough to send me in youi lettei to m> Tiivate 
Secretary on Jul> 1 I note the points taken in para¬ 
graph one of that memorandum, and in the fiisl sentence- 
of paiagiaph tuo bolli of wliicli you emphasised m our 
recent conveisation I ivelcome also the amplification^ 
a« putting me m fiillei possession of youi mind, of tliat 
convei'iation repiesenled by the balance of >our letter. 
But certain of the points suggest that there nny be some- 
«ligbt mi'S'ippieliension, which )ou mil, I think, agree- 
tint It nould be desirable lint I should clcai mthoul 
dela^ 

Ac regards the expansion of m> Executive Council, 
this would, as you rightly observe in your n emoranduui, 
be VMtIiin tlie existing constiliilioinl 'jclieme In otlier 
word", any Council «o expanded would cooperate as it 
whole and as a «uigle Government of India It is not ir 
ca«e of stiikmg a balance liclwccn l!ic dilTcrcut intcre-ls 
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or of preserving llie proportions between tlie important 
parties. As you yourself indicated in the course of our 
■conversation, there are parties other than either Congress 
or die Muslim League who may fairly claim to be 
considered for inclusion, and thei’e is a very definite 
limit of numbers to any possible expansion. 

At the same time I really accept die importance, 
in the event of any expansion, of securing adequate 
representation of Muslim interests, and tliat is a point 
Avhich I would bear in mind. There is, however, as you 
will see from my explanation, no question of responsi¬ 
bility falling in greater or less degree on any particular 
section. Responsibility will be dial of the Governor- 
General-in-Council as a whole. Again, it will be clear 
that under the existing law and practice it must remain 
with the Secretary of State, in consultation with die 
Governor-Generars Executive Council, and such persons 
cannot be the nominees of political parties, however 
important ; though it may, of course, be assumed that 
both the Secretary of State and die Governor-General 
would, in all cases, do their utmost to select persons from 
the various sections of the community. 

I need not remind you that under law the whole 
responsibility for Government in section 93 provinces 
vests exclusively in the Governor, although a Governor 
can, of course, take advantage of the assistance of any 
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advisers he may appoint Whether, and if so at -vvliat 
point and in ivhat slrenglli, non official advisers fiom 
political parties should be appointed in piovinces under 
section 93 administration, in the event of an expansion 
of the Governor General’s Council, ivould clearly call 
for consideration in the h^it of circumstances of each 
province You will, I think, agree witli me also that tlie 
importance of the community from which adviseis aie 
drawn in a particular piovince has a dnecl beaiing 

Your idea foi a Wai Council is, in my view, ivell 
worth ivhile considering, though details would lm\e to he 
■worked out Heie again there are, of course, many 
parties to he consideied other tlian the Muslim League 
or Congress 

As regards section III of youi memorandum, I 
ought, I think,to make U clear that it would he consli* 
tutionally impossible for the choice of Muslim gentle¬ 
men to be appointed to any expanded Executive Council 
or as non official adv isers to rest with the Muslim League. 
But in the contingency envisaged you need not fear tint 
any suggestions you may pul forward v\ould not receive 
lull consideration 

Let me in conclusion thankyou again foi your very 
clear and valuable memorandum 1 ieali«e, of couisc, 
fully that It is not merclj private and pei-oinl, but lint, 
in your own word", it embodies a tentative proposal. 
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I am sure tlial you will agree with me lliat il is well that 
tliere should he no misunderstanding on tlie important 
points on which I have touched above. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 


Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Bombay, July 17, 1940. 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am in receipt of your letter of July 6, 1940, and 
tliank you for it. 

As regards the constitutional and legal position 
tliat you have been good enough to point out to me in 
•connection witli the expansion of the Executive Council, 
and also with regard to the appointment of advisers to 
the Governor and tlie position of tlie Governor, working 
under Section 93 I fully appreciate it. 

* I am glad that the idea of constituting a War Couii- 
'Cil, in your opinion, is well worthwhile considering. 
JNfo doubt the details would have to be worked out. But 
I do not think" there is anything in my memorandum 
which cannot be given effect to by way of convention 
und, if the Secretary of State and yourself meet us in 
the spirit of trust and co-operation, the legal and cons- 
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titutional foimalities can be met and complied 
What is lequired is tlie spirit of complete understanding. 

I am, however, grateful to you foi your assurance 
in paiagraph fne of your letter, with legaid to the choice 
of Muslim gentlemen to be appointed to the Executive 
Council oi as non-official adviseis, ^^hich luns as fol- 
lows : “ But in the contingency envisaged you need not 
feai that any suggestion yon may put foiward ^^ould not 
leceive full consideiation.” On my pait, I hope that 
I shall meet you in every leasonable nay possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JlNNAH, 

H. E. the Viceroy’s letlei to Mi. Jinnah en route 
to Poona, 

August 5, 1910. 

Deal Ml. Jinnah, 

I have liad the advantage of recent discu«siou vsitli 
you in regaid to the geneial political situation in India, 
and I Imve leported our conversations on that matter to 
His GoNernment, yvivlv nsUow also I l\a\e Iveen 

in consultation as to the desirability of some further 
statement designed to remove misunderstandings and 
further to clarify their inlenlions in the constitutional 
field. I .im glad to say that I have nou been authori'sed 
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lo make the slalemeiil of wliich I eaiclose a copy. It 
M'ill be published in llie morning papers of Thursday 
August 8. and I would ask you lo treat it as entirely 
secret and for your personal information until then. 

As you will see His Majesty's Government have 
authorised me lo invite a certain number of represen¬ 
tative Indians lo join my Executive Council, and they 
have authorised me further to establish a War Advisory 
Council which would meet at regular intervals and which 
would contain representatives of the Indian Slates and 
of other interests in the national life of India as a whole. 

I trust sincerely that you and the organisation of which 
you are the President will he prepared lo join Avith me in 
the Central Government and in the War Advisory Coun¬ 
cil ; and I would greatly appreciate it if you are able to 
let me have a reply by August 21 at the latest. I would 
hope to have an opportunity of conversation with you in 
Bombay on August 13, and I suggest that this would be 
a convenient opportunity to clear the ground for your 
formal reply. I would only add tliat I am anxious that 
the names of the expanded Executive Council should 
appear not later tlian the end of August, and those of the 
War Advisory Council by the middle of September at 
the latest and if possible earlier than that date. 

Yours sincerely, 

Linlithgow... 
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Letter from H E the Viceroy to Mr Jinnah 

Dated August 14, IPIO 

Dear Mr Jmnah, 

I think It may be convenient for you to ha\e in 
^sriting the information on the points helo^v ■which I 
ga\e you in our conversation today I informed you in 
-that conversation first that my statement clearly ^afe 
guarded the Muslim position in relation to future const! 
tutional development secondl), tliat I equallj provided 
a basis on whicli tlie Muslims could, if the> so desired, 
CO operate at the Centre As I explained to >ou in out 
eailier con\er'*ation, I cannot yet take up tlie issue of 
the provinces but I do not contemplate non official 
^dvi^ers at any rate at this stage 

You a-ked me the probable strength of the expanded 
Executive Council I cannot, for reasons which ■>ou will 
4ippieciale, jet indicate a precise figuie, but the total 
«tiength of the Council will be likely to be in tlie neigh 
bouihood of 11 If, as I lni«l, the Muslim League aie 
piepared to accept my invitation, I would like >ou to 
let me have *\ panel of waTne®*, say four, \>it\v 'v wevs to 
mj «electing two fiom it for appointment to mj Council 
As I hive ilreadj made clear to you, SirZafrulla Klun, 
if he remains m my Council, will not count against tins 
figure It i'' clearly impossible until the di^cu'^ions on 
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wliioil I am al prcsonl (Mipaged are complelc lo indicate 
pre^'i^L*ly wlial would be tlic j)arlies represented in the 
expanded Council. 

'I'lie .-Ircnglli and composition of the War Advisory 
Council can clearly oidy be fixed after the expansion of 
the Exeenlive CouiumI is complete. Here, too, I should 
be grateful if you would be good enough lo let me have 
a panel of names for my consideration on the assumption 
that there would probably be, say. five Muslim League 
rcprc^cntatives out of a total of something in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of 20. 

As you will aiiprec.ialc. I am very anxious to take- 
very early decisions in these matters and to reach finality 
as regards the personnel of .the expanded Executive 
Council and of the Advisory Council at as early a date- 
as possible, and I hope that you will be able to assist me- 
by letting me have a very early reply. 

There is,-of course, no objection whatever lo your 
communicating the information above to your colleagues 
confidentially, but I should be grateful if any publicity 
could be avoided for the present. 


Yours sincely, 
Linlithgow.. 
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H E the Viceroy’s letter. 

Bated Simla, September 25, 1940 

Deal Ml Jinnali, 

I duly leceived the lesolutions of the Woiking 
-Committee of the Muslim League passed at then meet 
mgs in Bombay, on Septembei 2 

I have, I dunk, made the geneial position peifectly 
deal in the couise of oui conveisation, and it is timieces 
saiy foi me to entei into fuiihei detail about it heie As 
legaids ceitam specific matters, I would, Iiouevei, put 
on lecoid that I explained to you the constitutional 
leasons winch make it essential that the clioice of mem 
heis of the Governor Geneial’s Executive Council must 
lest exclusively with the Goveinoi Geneial and the 
Secretaiy of State, with whom it must leat to tendci 
advice m this matter to His Majesty I appieciate, how 
evei, the difficulties winch, you made it cleai to me, 
confionted )ou in connection with the foimalion of die 
panel winch 1 Ind earlier suggested to you, and m the 
light of oui discussion I am content that the selection of 
iepiesentali\e», while resting with the Goveiiioi General, 
should lie htsed, in the ca«e of the Muslim League (and, 
should tliey so desire, of the other parlies to lie repre 
'•enlcd in my Council) not on a innel formally submitted, 
hut on confidential discussion helwoen the leader of the 
pirt) concerned and inj-mlf 
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I have also indicated the impracticability of a final 
decision as to the total strengtli of the expanded Council 
•or as to the allocation of portfolios (a matter which 
must, of course, rest entirely with the Governor-General) 
until tlie replies of all tliose who may be invited to serve 
have been received. But I have made clear to you (as 
I have also to tlie leaders of the other parties whom I 
.have recently seen) my attitude on Ijoth those issues. 

The general position of His Majesty’s Government 
had been made clear in my statement of August 8 and 
in the Secretary of State’s speech in the House of Com¬ 
mons on August 15, it is that His Majesty’s Government 
regard the expansion of my Council and the constitution 
•of a War Advisory Council as steps of the first import¬ 
ance in terms of the association of Indian public opinion 
with the conduct of the war by the Central Government 
.and of the constitutional machinery of the Government 
•of India pending the post-war investigations, the machi¬ 
nery for which has been indicated in my statement and 
in Mr. Amery’s speech. His Majesty’s Government 
.sincerely trust that the Muslim League, like the other 
parties and interests which they have invited to join the 
-expanded Council and to participate in the War Advisory 
■Council, will respond to that invitation. Their collabo¬ 
ration in both those bodies will, of course, be entirely 
■without prejudice to tlie consideration and decision after 
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the conclusion of the war, and on the basis already indi¬ 
cated in my statement, of the main constitutional issue. 
But His Majesty’s Government trust and anticipate that 
they and the other parties who are lepresented in tlie 
expanded Council and the War Advisory Council will 
welcome the oppoilunity offered to them of influencing" 
the cause of public affairs in the immensely important 
peiiod w’hich lies ahead, and> in so doing, wdll, in the 
w orking throughout the period of the war of tliose bodies, 
find a basis for that general co-operation, with full 
legaid to the interests of all concerned, on which the 
post-war constitution foieshadowed in my statement and 
in the Secretaiy of State’s speech can be built, 

Youis sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 


Mr. Jiniiah’s letter. 

New Delhi, September 26, 1940. 
Dear Loid Linlithgow, 

I am in leceipl of your letter of September 25, 
1910, in leply to the resolution of the Working Com¬ 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League on September 2, 
which was despatched to you with my coicring Idler of 
September 5. 
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I shall place tlie matter before the Committee on 
September 28, and let you have tlie reply as soon as 
possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JiNNAH. 

H. E. the Viceroy’s letter. 

Dated, Simla, September 25, 1940 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

You asked me yesterday to let you have a formal 
reply before you left for Delhi to the resolutions which 
you were kind enough to send me earlier this month, 
and I accordingly send you a formal letter herewith. 
I have given the most careful consideration since we 
parted last night as to whether I could devise any form 
of words such as you mentioned to me which would 
meet the purpose which you had in view. I warned you, 
as you will remember, that I anticipated the greatest 
difficulty in doing so, and I am bound to confess with 
regret that I have in fact after the most careful thought 
found it impracticable. But, knowing your mind as 1 
do, I have endeavoured in the last paragraph of my 
formal letter sent herewith to do what I could to make 
tlie general position clear, and I hope that that may be 
of assistance to you. I trust tliat in tlie light of our 
talks you will now be able to let me have a definite 
decision once your meeting at Delhi is over, and I trust 
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that that decision may be a fa\ouiable one ; foi matteis 
have noR reached a stage at ivhich it is essential that a 
definite conclusion should he reached. 

Youis sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 

I\Ir. Jinnah’s letter. 

Dated New Delhi^ September 26, 1910. 
Dear Loid Linlitligo^v, 

I thank you foi your leltei of September 25 and I 
extremely regiet that you are unable to meet me on tlic 
point Rhich I raised duiing the conise of out convei- 
sation on the 24tii, though in the couise of the discussions 
you appreciated and lecognised dial it uns a vital point 
so far as the Muslim League uas concerned, namely, 
that in the e\ent of any othei paity deciding later on 
to he associated ^Nith your Executive Council to assist 
in the prosecution of oar it should be allooed to do so 
on terms that may he appiovcd of and consented to hy' 
the Muslim League paily, as oe oere entering into, so 
to say, a “ oar contract ”, 

I thank you for yom endeavour in the last para¬ 
graph of your formal letter to do oliat you could to 
make die general position clear, but, I am afraid, it 
does not meet the point raised by me and I cannot 
<Ierivc much assistance from it. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JiNNVii. 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH & MR. GANDHI 
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Mr. M. A. Jinnali <ent Mr. H. G. Kfirr ■with a 
r^pccial niossnfrc to Gamlliiji al)t)Ut Miiulti-Miisliin 
IJiiily. Mr. Kher saw Gandhiji at d ilhal. As a rosiilt 
•of llicir fonvorsatioti Gandhiji addrcssr.'d llio, followina 
'loiter to Mj'. Jinnali from Tithal : 

TithaL May 22, 1937. 

Di;\I{ SllHI jlNNAH, 

Kher has piv«*n mo your mes^afK*. 1 wi^li I oonhl 
•do something hut T am utterly lieljiless. My faith in 
Unity is as hriglit as ever : onlyM se (5 no dayliglil out 
■of the impenelrahle darkiu‘>s. and in sneh distress. I 
•ery out to God for liglit. 

Yours sineercl}’’, 

M. K. Gandhi. 


l.etior from Mr. Gatulhi to Mr. Jinnali. 
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“As I read it, the i\iioIe of youi speech is a declara¬ 
tion of war. Onl>, I had hoped ^ou ^'.ould iesei\e- 
pool me as a bridge between the two. I see that )on 
want no budge. I am son>. It lakes two to make a 
quaiiel. You won’t find me one, even if I cannot become 
a peace-maker. 

“ This IS not foi publication, unless >ou desire it. 
It i«! wnllen m all good faith and out of an angijislied 
heart.’* 

Letter fiom Mi. Xmnah to Mi. Gandhi. 

Dated Bombay, Novemliei 5, 1937.. 

** I am of opinion that I was fully justified in 
piddi-liing jour letter from Teelhal last May ; I am 
of opinion that I was fully justified in doing so ; but 
)oui letlei mean*? somelbing diffeient fiom wbal I 
Utidersland it to mean SuicK it was open to }ou to 
ofTei join explanation to the public. The letter wa« 
not marked as it is usual to do so when its publication 
i« not desiied h> the writer, and mj me':«nge to xou was 
not pii\ale. Even now you do not indicate bow I h.ive- 
misimder-'lood joui attitude or the contents oi that 
lettei. 

“I am soirj jou think iu\ ‘■jieecli at Lucknow i-^ 
declaration of war. It i- purcU in eelf-defenee. Kindlv 
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read il again and Irv and underi-land il. Evidently you 
have not been following the course of events of llie 
last twelve months. 

“ As to reserving you as a ‘ bridge ' and ‘ peace¬ 
makerdon't you think your complete, silence for all 
these months has identified you with the Congress 
leadership, although I know that you are not even a 
four-anna member of that body. 

“ I regret to say that I find nothing definite or any 
constructive proposal in your letlep imdei’ reply, except 
that it is written in all good faith and out of an anguish¬ 
ed heart which I reciprocate.*' 

Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

1 

Dated Segaon. February 3, 1938. 

“ Pandit Nehru told me yesterday that you were 
complaining to llie Maulana Sahib about the absence of 
ally reply from me to your letter of Novemlier 5 iiT 
reply to mine of October 19. Tlie letter was received 
by me when I was pronounced by the doctors to be 
seriously ill in Calcutta. The letter was shown to me 
three days after its receipt. Had I thought il necessarily 
called for a reply, even lliough I Avas ill I Avould have 
sent one. I have re-read the letter. I still think that 
there Avas nothing useful that I could haA^e said in reply. 
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ftwav as State prisoners in the small hours of the 4th January, 

1931 

Khan Abdul Gaflar Khan and Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru 
had already ltd the van. The rest of the Indian politicians 
led the rear. The Satyagraliis came forward in their thou* 
sands. In 1921 they were thirty thousand in number and that 
was considered a big number. In 1930*31, within a short 
interval of ten months, ninety thousand men, women and 
children were convicted and sentenced. No one knows how 
many were beaten, but the number can not be less than 3 or 4 
times the number imprisoned. People were either beaten 
down into paralysis of all activity, or simply tired ^own by a 
*cat and mouse ‘policy. The old game of beating prisoners 
was renewed. Office secrets were asked to be divulged. 
“Where are vour papers, your books, and your lists of subscrip* 
tions and volunteers?” That was the demand of Government 
and young men were harassed and unutterable things were 
said, unspeakable punishments were planned and executed. 
Imagine an advocate of the High Court being subjected to the 
torture of his hair being plucked out one by one as a mark of 
Police displeasure at his not giving out his name and address. 

New occasions called for new Ordinances. The United 
Provinces Emergency Powers Ordinance which was-issued on 
the 14ih of December, 1931, authorised the Local Government 
to impose collective fines on the inhabitants of a particular 
area which could be recovered as Land Revenue.' The three 
Ordinances relating to the North-West. Fronthr Province 
were issued on the 24t!i of December, 1931. One of them ran 
on the lines of the U. P. Ordinance and provided against 
non-payment of liabilities. The other two were known ns 
‘ Ti Powers Ordinance and the N. W. F. P. 

Unlawful Association Ordinance. ' 

On ihc 4lh ot January, four new Ordinances were issued 
known as (1) the Emergency Powers Ordinance. (2) Unlawful 
Instigation Ordinance, (3) Unlawful Association Ordinance 
and (4) 1 rcvcntion of Molestation and Boycott Ordinance, 
of same lines as tliose 

diil^ni’l ''b’" '"orc intensive and more 

■in 1 so mecli more rutliless 

and the suffiring w.a3 ever so mucli more deep. 

1 he Oovernment oflcnsive started with lire arrest of 

Puel VnMt'ia l‘ of'I'O Congress, Sardar Vallabl.bliai 

1 .lit. , m t ie early hours of die 4tli of January. Tlie above 

di^ r r"' •'“'■■nces. Will,in tlie next few 

iSn'Sl ai'l "'’■’'■"‘..‘o Pro^ically tlic wliole country. Many 
Irormrial and sul.inlmate Committees, Aslirams. Nationa^l 
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Schools and other National institntions were declared unlawful, 
and their houses, furniture and funds .and other moveables 
seized. Most of the leading Congressmen in the country were 
suddenlv clapped into jails. The Congress organisation was 
thus apparently left without leaders, without funds, and even 
without any local habitation. The Congressmen who had been 
left behind* were not, in spite of this sudden and determined 
swoop, without resources. 

Everyone took up the work wherever he happened to be. 
The Working Committee had decided that vacancies on it, 
unlike in 1930, be not filled up and Sardar Vallabhbhai, anti¬ 
cipating his own arrest, had made out a list of several persons 
who would act in his place during his absence one after 
another. The Working Committee had transferred all its 
powers to the President, and the President in his turn transferrt 
ed them to his successors who, in their turn, could nominate 
their own successors with similar powers. In the Provinces 
also, wherever it was possilile, Llie whole power of the’ 
organisation was delegated to one person and similarly these 
powers percolated to a series of, individuals exercising the 
rights of a Congress Committee in Districts, Thanas, Talukas 
and even villages. It was these individuals who came to be 
popularly known as ‘Dictators.’ 

One of the difficulties which faced the organisers of any 
Civil Disobedience campaign related to the laws which 
could be selected for disobedience. It is evident that any 
law and every law may not be, disobeyed. . The ordinances 
with their wide remifications solved this difficulty lor the 
Congress. In the different Provinces different items were 
selected, while there, were certain items prescribed from 
time to time by the Acting President of the Congress. Thus, 
picketing of liquor shops and foreign cloth shops and of 
British goods was an item common to all Provinces. In the 
United Provinces on a pretty large scale, and in a portion, 
of Bengal non-payment of rent was an important item. In 
places in Bihar and Bengal, payment of Chaukidari tax was 
withheld. In the Central Provinces and the Berar, Karnatak 
and some places in U. P., the Madras presidency and Bihar, 

. Forest Laws were disobeyed. Salt Laws were defied in 
many places by manufacture, collection, or sale of illicit salt. 
Meetings and proceedings were of course prohibited and were 
held, in, spite of such prohibition. At an early stage of the 
struggle, a favourite item of the programme was the obser¬ 
vance of what came to be known as special days. These 
were in connection with special events , or individuals, or for 
special purposes, e. g. Gandhi Day, Motilal Day, Frontier 
Day, Martyrs Day,. Flag Day and a nviniber of other days. 
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As already stated, the Government had taken possession- 
of Congress offices and Ashrams. Attempts were made in 
inany places to get back symbolical possession of these places 
m Government hands, thus disobeying the Ordinance which 
made entry into those places a trespass. These attempts 
came to be known as 'raids’. Under tlie Ordinances th^ 
sennee of any press was not availatle to the Congress. This 

bnne'tins'^ made up by the issue of nnaulliorised 

bul etins leaflets, news-sheets, reports etc., which were tvoed 
cydostyled. duplicated, or even printed, but without the names 
ot the press or the printers as required by law. some unrr 
the names of non-existent Presses and persons. It is remark- 
vigilance these news-sheets and 
bulletins were i^cd regularly and continued to furnish 
information to the country, as a whole of all tliai 
happening. The service of ifie Post Office and the Telegrari! 
was denied to the Congress, and it established its own system 

cTaVd'Mtir!!ny"r“s?ed®o*^ 

Government were unable to locate eve,, ,|V. r7 ^ 

action, another sprang up and carried on t ,e^ I ™ 

conference in tte IWin«sL^rd?s?rictl°iirov^^^^^^^ scries of 
in some p aces an llie country, 

tegular w^lrWng’o" leTailZ-sTf ,1,“ 
ti»e alarm sienal in RniKvit.' volunteers pulling 

ttop. An atwmp, ‘vas eJS "‘em to a 

working diflkul, by large nnm ^^ r‘° ‘'‘c R-mhvay 

without tickets, simple t. c-Cl^ Ius^ f‘'i’l 

were't&r’^™Cm^S"^^r!:""V,-‘’. 

^panite weeks werc devoted m inf* *" places 

x-ycUi of foreign cloth, or British for 

Iniuranr.. Companirs’. f„“ ign -u. w 
BriUdig.fisIsgeneranv. ^ oil. ami 


It is not to hv tluii Gt.vernnnnu aUor -.inosiinff 

the lenders vvoulvl In'anne nm! mild. All tin- powers 

referred to in the Ordistnt'.ees were us(;d. Hot there were 
certnifi Unnis of repression w’oieh even, the Ordin.-uutes, 
drastic as thee Were, diil trot sanction or rontejnp!aie. Need¬ 
less to sa.y that arrests were mnde in iarK’e nntni.u-rs l)ni ihe> 
Were inaile tvith dascriinination. the tcital junsiber i»i t’oneie- 
tions i'einif anytihntt not less titan a la.ldt. It soi'ji bec.tttte 
.apparent th.nt, in spite of camj) jails and teinjutrary jails 
bein^.!; opened, the tjuntljers that otlcred themselves for arn.’si 
coulil not ail be acconnnodatetl. It was therefore inatessary 
to make a selectiott. tmd only those wlttt were sup{;osed to 


jxissess some orputtisiitj; capneity or were prosninenily assuci- 
ated with the eontjress oroanisatioit were tirdinarily impri¬ 
soned. Nor was it an easy matter to deal wiiii thent in 
i’rison. More than ninety-ftve per-cent of the persons con¬ 
victed were placed in the ‘C Class. There was a very .small 
sprinklinj^ of con*jressmen [daced itt the 'B' class, wltile the 
‘A* class was maintained only in name in several places and 
very sparsjtgiy {^ranted in others. 

Tire conditions of prison life were also not such as to be 
easily tolerated by a class of persons well brought up and 
having their owit ideas about them. All this very (.ften 
brought them into conflicl with prison tiuthorilies, which 
rtSuUed in the imposition of various kinds of jail jienalties 
sanctioned l^y the rules and not unoften in beatings and other 
kinds of torture which can easily be practised within prison 
walls where there is no fear of detection. One particularly 
atrocious case of assault and beating for refusal to submit 
to the humiliating condition of sitting in a paiticular posture 
led to the prosecution and conviction of a jailor and his 
assistant and some others in Nasik Jail, but lalhi-chargcs on 
Civil Disobedience prisoners were not uncommon. 7'lic 
conditions of life in tlie temporary Jails, with their lin-.sheds 
which gave protection neither against the heat of May and 
June nor the cold of December and January, with their 
over-crowding and consequent insanitary conditions, were 
quite intolerable. There were, no doubt, some jails wherc 
the treatment was tolerably fair but that was rather the 
exception than the rule. Some of the permanent jails also 
were no better. It was reported that the Health of the 
Political prisoners in many of the jails, particularly in camp 
jails was far from satisfactory.. Dysentry was common in all 
the seasons, while the rains and cold weather brought pneu¬ 
monia and serious lung trouble to not: a few. Many died 
as prisoners. The conditions in the permanent jails in .some 
places were: not much better. . The treatment depended 
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naturally on the character iind temper of the immediate, jail 
officials, and these, with some notable exceptions here and 
there, were neither considerate nor even fair. 

The Police had early taken to device,of dispersing crowds* 
and processions by lathi-charge. There was hardly an 
important place in any Province , where the movement 
showed signs of life which did not experience these lathi- 
charges. In many places, the injuries caused were serious 
and the number of those injured large. It was a practice 
with the crowds to collect together to see what was happeni'n'e 
where some Satyagrahis were marching in procession, holding 
a meeting, carrying on what is called a ‘raid’ or engaged, in 
picketing, and when the lathi-charge was made, no discrimi¬ 
nation w!is made between those wlio had assembled as sight¬ 
seers and those who had gone with the set .purpiL^.of 
disobeying the lane It was not unoften th,it the sight-seers 
were the victims of these lathi-charges and Satyagralds were 
^rested and otherwise dealt with. Satyagrlhis, too had 
their share of these assaults, not only in a crowd where ’ they 

less exciting environments of a Police lock-up or a prisSn 
Cell, ft was commonly reported that in many places 
unmentipnablc atrocities and tortures were perpetrated the 
“?'i ®'*“U|‘)’ of which varied with the intelligence 

of •l‘U particular offiHers 

tmrad Tlie^r " “"‘f children were not . 

spared. The Government had discovered that while the 
S.it)-agrahis were prepared for prison, beating and torture 
and maiiyof them even to be- sLt, there we?e man^ who 
i “““Ok was made on their pronerlv 

Ac^rdingly heavy fines were imposed on convfcdm 
^raetimes they rose to five figures. Tl.ree and four figures' 

off \irTuillv fnr ’ P*^«P<-;rt>es of much value were not sold 
in no! a few cases to w»n» ^ i and loss nrnounitng 

limes destriwcd. lSuhever r,” ?!^^^^^^ “"'I some 

’ricd. Tlmrcure many it Guj?at,"t’S.TCatd“K;tmar^ 
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who are landiess eveii to-day and whose suffering was 
entirely voluntary, in the sense that they refused to pay what 
they could easily have paid if sufferings were none-the-less 
imposed Upon them, because, they need not have been 
deprived of all that they lost. The agriculturists of Gujrat 
who joined in the non-payment of Revenue and rent campaign 
went through sufferings which it is impossible to describe, 
but they did not bend. There were many places where extra 
police were posted as'^a punitive measure and their cost 
realised from the inhabitants. From four or five places only 
in Bihar where such extra police were posted in the Province, 
no less than four lakhs and sevent)^ thousand was realised 
as ‘ punitive tax. The terror and havoc created by tthe 
posting of additional force was so great, in parts of the 
district of INhdhapur in Bengal that the bulk of the Hindu 
population of two Thanas in the District actually evacuated 
their homes and shifted to the neighbouring areas in the 
midst of indescribable suffering resulting in the- death of 

women. ’ 

- Besides such Punitive Tax, collective fines were also 
imposed on many localities and the inhabitants were made 
to pay them. In several places in the country, firing was 
resorted to and many persons killed and many more injured. 
In this respect the N. W.F.P. suffered the severest losses in 

killed and injured. , 

Thus the atrocities of the Government were progressively 
increasing since' 1857 with the application of Ne\yer, more 
drastic and more tyrannical methods for.the supression of the 
peoples’ desires and efforts to be free. But it should not be 
ignored that once the battle of freedom is begun, it can never 
end unless it is won. 



PART li :■ 

EVENTS LEADING TO QUIT INDIA MOVE 

CHAPTER I 

CONGRESS AND WAR 

On September 1 1939, Germany marched into Poland and 
two days later the British and French Governments declared 
n ar upon Germany. Under the British law the declaration 
of war by the United Kingdom was enough to drag India 
.automat.cally mto the war anti make her a belIigeren?count^v 
and an enemy of Germany. It was left to tfc V cerov of 
tidia stmply to announce the decision which was nmde^ Tn 
cM"frtthpJoTOi;'"‘’“ this the Wceroy 

aP^P't otitside the British French 

E;^;irt1:^'Gi,^eS‘:;t^td^Teople^o7^ 

were also not automatical^ dragged into the waf a 

rd^Jadfatr ■“ 

mt^ardtd 

nicnt of the UnitoTt Kir^rr'i ” ^ unknown to the Govern* 
declared India .-rwtcrcnt Srv'widm 
Indian ni.-oplc. Throirnh^TT „ " itnout reference to the 

sivc ann^af^ssiin !^^e CongrJss l'^, t”' 

<>1 the Indian people noUo tX'nart ^ resolved on behalf 

nor any use of her resource mn'^ " *''^"'Rorent country 
IntlU ‘ "nr can be made only by Free 

t•n^lavccI oUjcr peoples is to be i conquered .nnd 

the imit ri.-ili?m nf Uriiain and otlie^ korror but 

J'lually at the rota of the world's s a^f "'“^t found to be 
In Inct. .ipa„ from X n A' r "nrs. 

t-tMJ »mj>triahsm does to the 
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populations subject to it and the standing model and incite¬ 
ment that it is to othei' Avell armed powers 'to outrival it, 
British foreign policy must also be held responsible for 
encouraging the forces of evil as in the Italo-Ethiopian, 
Spanish and China-Japan wars and, thus for hastening a 
world war. India thereiore, can have nothing to do with a 
war whose object may in any way be the continuance either 
of imperialism or fascism. The World can be made, secure 
against the crime of w'ars only if the imperialist and fascist 
systems are destroyed. 

Fourthly, India offers her co-operation in the cause of real 
collective security of the peoples ol the world and in that of 
freedom and democracy. , • 

Fifthly, the increasing use of armaments and their rapidly 
mounting manufacture is a source of serious anxiety to the ■ 
future of the world. In pursuance of this policy and the^ 
action notwithstanding of the Indian Government in despatch¬ 
ing Indian troops overseas, the Congress Working Committee 
even before the outbreak of the present war had- withdrawn 
Congress members of the Central Legislature from its sessions. 

Events-moved fast and confusingly till the Working' 
Committee met and issued a manifesto on September 14;' This 
manifesto examined the issues involved in the present war 
and outlined India’s attitude towards them. • - 

Firstly, it; objected to the manner in which India'had been 
declared a belligerent country and the powers and-, activities 
of the Provincial Governments limited - under the various 
Ordinances. It saw in this action of the British Government 
a deliberate ignoring of the wishes of the Indian people; 

Secondly, the manifesto made it clear that -India could not 
associate herself in a war under complusion.and without her 
free consent which she could give only after she. was assured 
her own freedom and considered the cause of the war worthy, 
“Co-operation must be between equals by mutual consent.for 
a cause which both consider to be.worthy”, said the manifesto. 

Thirdly, the Working Committee drew attention to, the'past 
of .the British Government and its foreign policy.'which had 
ignored again and again high ideals and the,sentiments of its 
own people. The war of 1914-18 which was declared to.have 
been fought for the preservation of democracy, self-determi¬ 
nation and the freedom of small nations had ended up in -a 
treaty -which had denied all these. . Subsequendy, the British 
Government betrayed democracy and peace in Manchuria,- 
Abyssinia, Spain and Czechoslovakia.. 

Fourthly, the manifesto contemplated with anxiety, the 
terrible state of the. world to-day. It said, Vlnnumerable 
6 
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mnocenl men. women and children l.ave been bombed to 
death from the air in open mities, cold blooded massacres 
torture and utmost humiliation hare followed each other iri 
quick succession during these years of horror. That horror 
grows and violence and threat of violence shadow the world 
and unless checked and ended will destroy the precious 
inheritance of past ages." In condemning the latest aggression 
^ the Nazi Government in Germany against Poland the 
manifesto reiterated the Congress disapproval of the ideoltyrv 
and practice of h.ascism and Nazism, their glorification "of 
war and violence, their sweeping away of well-established 
principles and recognised standards of civilised beliav- 
lour and their suppression of the human spirit. ^ ' 

in -01 r ■'““nd the cause of the present war 

Invn 0?^'“ P?'‘‘ical conflicts and contradictions which 
nnnfp F •" siuce tlic lost Great War" Tlmse 

rntmi:"^'’'rn7pii^:t°orthf 1™?!^ 

conflicts and establfsh'^a new cquilib^um 7nd worM-order 
domination of one country by another has to 

economic relations have to be reo?canised fc 
^‘’lixthiv 

Gpre;„m m ,0 d^';rrt\"n^n7qrSteVms\^h;;‘';L^^^ 

jmpLralr Td r 
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On October 10, the All-India Congress Committee approved 
and endorsed the statement issued by the Working Committee 
and repeated the invitation to the British Government to state 
their war aims and peace aims. The All-India Congress 
Committefe reiterated the objectives of the Congress and said, 
“the Congress has been guided throughout by its objective 
of achieving the independence of the Indian people and the 
establishment of a free democratic state in India wherein 
the rights and-interest of all minorities are preserved and 
safeguarded. The means it has adopted4n its struggles and 
activities have been peaceful and legitimate, and it has looked 
war and violence with horror and as opposed to progress and 
civilisation.’’ ' , 

During the A.I.C.C. debate, the need and propriety of tlie 
Working Committee’s invitation to the British Government 
to declare its war and peace aims was questioned. Was it 
not apparent to everybody what these aims were, what the 
past of British imperialism'had been and its present structure 
and necessity to dominate and enslave the world, said the 
questioners. Answering this question at the end of the 
debate. Pandit Jawaharial Nehru referred to. the curious 
situation of British imperialism in which it was on the one 
hand continuing to maintain its domination and exploitation 
over a large part of the world and, on the other, professing 
to wage war against aggression and for the defence of free¬ 
dom. and world peace. This contradiction between practice 
and profession was not apparent to many millions in tlie 
world. The Invitation of the Working Committee, therefore, 
forced the British Government either to come out in their 
true colours and shed their professions or to shed their 
imperialism and act up to their, declarations. This pressure 
bn the British Government to reveal the truth for all the 
world to see was an act of service to India and the entire 
freedom-loving world. The manifesto of the Working 
Committee had, therefore, been acclaimed even by people 
outside India as the “Charter of the oppressed”. 

Meanwhile, the British Government in London had attemp- 
" ted to answer the Congress through the Secretary of State for 
India that the demand made by the Congress was inopportune 
and that the British people were susceptible to honourable 
treatment. Honour! If the British Secretary meant that 
the Indian people were no longer prepare to do honour to liis 
government and be obediently loyal to it, he was indeed right. 
If he meant gentlemanly action, it should not have beeii 
difficult to choose between the British Governrneiit which had 
flouted the insistent wishes of a whole people and which 'was 
.continuing, to act contrary to its professions and the Indian 
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Congress which had spoken in the name of the freedom and 
the i^ace of the world. It was imperialism and bad manners 
and the Secretary of State for India that had succeeded in 
whole people who are generally of a forgivirig 

The Viceroy of India started a procession of interviews 
important because the Indian 
people thought them so, while many more because the Govern¬ 
ment thought them so. Altogether the Vicerby interviewed 
over fifty people. On October 8, he gave the Britsli Govern- 
mtm s reply to the Congress manifesto. 

and peace aims the 
Viccrov said, the British Government sought no advantages 
from the war and were impelled to stop aggression and secure 
the peace of the world. It was easy to see that the Viceroy 
Inil issues that were raised by the Congre% 

f s'tepe the future of the world foi goS or 

wer^ o’ '"“"8/'ss had asked if the Britisli Govern'racnf 
them Ps'P’S'ji J? forego the unjust advantages accrued to 
tliem through their domination over and exniSion of. 
nof uvT'f * '* 5''"'’1‘*' ""‘i ii's answer came tliL they did 

"f Im Br ush Tl'o Congress had asked 

-if I Cosernment were willing to make all'war 
^ whicli lay in imner- 

lahsm and fa^ism, but their reply refused to disclose as to 
ow tliey intended to secure llie pjacc bf tlie world. Tliev 
had presumably m mind the old method of defeating the 
enemy and erecting a precarious peace on that basis. ^ 
Secondly, in regard to their aims concerning India iltt* 
XalTdo""’’ "'' G""--nmont were eZL ted to 

for^o the rigl ,”p ’‘'1^ 

People or arbitE” over ff^'i “PPressive to tlic Indian 

willing at llie etidTlhe waMo i . '’i^' ‘'"i’ " 

for purposes of consultation 'nre RHi-li'^r " sepresenhatives 
that the fnilian oconle had i„„„„."s‘tisli Government forgot 

encingand bc"^rc?„Vufted“ L, “•'‘i'’ 
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a consullalive committee of Indian rcr resentatives for purposes 
of association in the war. It is needless to add tliat lliere lay 
the wide gulf of centuries between the consultative committee 
proposed by the Viceroy and the widest possible application 
here and now of democracy and self-govv-rnment demanded 
by the Congress. Of course, the Viceroy did not let go the 
opportunity of insisting on differences in Indian opinion 
which he had come to know through the differing viewpoints 
which were placed before him by his over fifty interviewers. 

The answer of India’s spokesmen- to the Viceregal state¬ 
ment was prompt, short and unmistakable. Aside from the 
gap of a few hours caused by telegraphic transmission, the 
reactions of Mahatma Gandhi became known to the country 
immediately after the Viceroy's statement. “The Congress 
will have to go into wilderness again” said Gandhiji and 
added *• “The British declaration shows clearly that there is 
to be no democracy for India if Britain can prevent it. The 
long statement made by the Viceroy simply shows that the 
old policy of divide and rule is to continue’’. 

Maulana Abul Kalam Azad and Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
said*. “If this is the final answer of the British Government to 
the people of India, then, there is no common ground between 
the two and our path diverge^ completely”. As President of 
the United Provinces Congress Committee, Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru appealed to Congressmen of the province to “keep ready. 
And whatever happens do not forget that we may do nothing 
against our high principles and not in keeping with India’s 
honour. Keep calm and cool and disciplined. Keep ready’’. 

After an extraordinarily short session, the Working Com¬ 
mittee decided in its resolution of October 22, that “it can not 
possibly give any support to GreatBritain, for it would amount 
to an endorsement of the imperialist policy which the Congress 
has always sought to end. As a first step in this direction the 
Committee call upon the Congress ministers to tender resigna¬ 
tions.” ... 

Further, the Committee called upon “all Congress corh- 
mittees and congressmen generally to be prepared' for all 
developments and eventualities and to show restraint of word 
and deed” and not to resort to “any hasty action in the shape 
of civil disobedience, political strikes'and the like”. Congress¬ 
men were asked to remember that “a programme of resistance, 
commensura:te with the magnitude of the issue before the 
country, requires perfect discipline within Congress ranks 
and the consolidation of the Congress organisation”. Events 
were moving fast. Congressmeri and the people generally 
felt that they were living iii glorious times and that the time 
had come for them to shed their little liyes and to sleep dix 
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wasVnTtealr"^^ The scent of adventure for great ideals 

of tl,e° ^"Sress ministries resigned. In the seven provinces 
of the Congress ministers, the Governors were unable to 
form ministries that could command popular support and 
‘ I®. “"sHtution. In the eighth provfuM of a 
mSrf “'“'l ‘’'‘= Governor formed a hew 

Th? P''“S<t that liad lasted 27 months was over 

whL Urn Briturenf"'™^^^ “f reality 

rinU “ “titislt-enforced constitution and the lovaltv of 
^ngress ministries to their fundamental pledge of^India’s 
freedom were alike on test, the utter unworkablitv of L? 

Ionics and the princes to see if even nn,v « ‘ 
lI.e^ssiUIityoFsecurinB unity.- ^ stiJI he 

Ijondence that took place betwee„“the'’conn'f ““p ' 
ti>e Viceroy. The Virerm* i»»e Congress President and 
Muslim League to get logcther^nd^-^'^ • * .^“"e^ess and the 

to how liicy could ^nri^ • urnvc at an agreement as 

Gover„mei.““memferloThi"']?vee'’r“'’“r-“ ''‘= Centmf 

'vork harmoniously inthe Provinces S 

suggested tliat the privilegesTnd ?.u;.i..? Viceroy liad also 

and die League members^of his^Evccmlve C 

the same as those of die existing m^ i he 

Tlut W. 1 S his entire proposal. “ ™bers of tlie Council. 

far as'^h^C®g“I?;‘“®IifJ‘''^^^^ proposal was .absurd as 
definitely decided not to play tlic'role of *'°"S‘''^as had 

and to help in e^i J.-.^ti-’^urlSfaTJ^oirc^r^^d" 
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ii' 5 Rn|X)\vcr in pence ntHlI much more ?;o in war. Tlie Congress 
wants to sexure the pence of ilic world through the freedom 
of all peoples and had ns such asked the British Government 
to agree, to the right of the Indian [KOjde to Irame their own 
constitution in a Constituent Assesubly and to provide for an 
interim arrangement conceding maximum possible political 
power to Indian reprosontatives. 'I'his was a Itigh national 
objective and an equally international aim, but the Viceroy 
had again' managed to keep singularly quiet, in regard 


to them. 

Failure, then of negotiations lx.tween whom, lundumcnlal 
disagreements between whom, and the lack of unity between 
whom V Obviously, between tire Congress and die Britisli 
Government and not between tiie Congress and the Muslim 
League. Is it suggested that the Muslims of India or any 
organisations even partly representing them including the 
Muslim League do not want the fr(-’cdom of their country or 
the peace of the woi’ld V There is nothing on record to prove 
that this is so. The Viceroy has been guilty of looseness of 
thought or of practising intenlionnlly or otherwise, it is not 
for us to say, tlie old policy of divide and rule iu describing 
what was a fundamental disagreement between him and the 
Congress as one between the Congress and the Muslim 
League. 

The reply of the Ivluslim League President to the Viceroy 
also made the position clear. In his letter of November 4, 
Mr. Jinnah slated that the Congress was not prepared to discuss 
any questions relating to tlie Centre or the Provinces "until 
the British Government had complied with their demand as 
embodied in the resolution ol tlie All-India Congress 
Committee’’, in other words, until tlie British Government 
had decided to give up its occupation ol India. Mr. Jinnali 
did not, in this connection or any other during the course of 
this letter, talked of any disagreement between him and the 
Congress, in his letter to the Viceroy President, Rajendra 
Prasad had, therefore, pointed out with eminent justice and 
great.dignity that, "it has pained to find the communal ques¬ 
tion being dragged in this connection. It has clouded the 
main issue. It has been repeatedly said on behalf of the 
Congress that it is bur earnest desire to settle all points of 
communal controversy by agreement and we ^ propose to 
continue our efforts to this end. But I would point out that 
this question does not in any respect come in the way ol a 
declaration of Indian freedom (as suggested by the Congress)’’. 

In its demand for India’s freedom, the Congress does 
not seek power for itself or for any p,yticular community in 
the country. The constitution of India will be Iranied by a 
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Constituent Assembly which “will be formed, on the widest 
[wssible basis of franchise and by agreement in regard to 
comaiunal respresentation.” As such, the Congress fights 

seems to 1.^1^"Ygh?'’of ‘by A‘'e“r‘iSh‘‘Go™nment Ind 
nohieve A 

nndllS'e’il^rtTnTti^i-^^ 

in the Governance of the Country. ^ 

n/,n was taken when the Congress declared tf« 

m'd aT| d1fiaSu;maTnuin and Te”;? T 

d,/"ctgTcri.n^:. 

ds££ £ J -• 

ous weakness in the national noelu™ i *" danger- 
advanced to prove the creSr dTesimhi-, w«ld be 

other policy but by far the moJ an °f «><= 

the issue in favour of Tc rmp^mrv's?nn’’‘^T™‘ 
that It was already decided ui™ by the^Wmkin‘^’r™'‘°" "’"® 
Thereafter the annn-il ^ VyorKinp Coramaiee. 
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approving the previous'^ resolutions “ 1 "“" ™ 

Silualion by die A 1 r r ' 1 1 on the war 

JfTstly it declared; lia^’u?; Cot Committee. 

directly or indite,| ..Te f panvM ■" ,""7'v-iy, 

commuanceandpcrnt-tuntlnn^f J?- "’•“ch means 

tion c, „,, people'lSl'lndiras i“‘l'l' y'fm,™ (*•/-.cxploita- 
African count,ics) and i, emnl,atlri,l?v V , ''T “"d 

short of complete fiidcncndtm?' on?,' ‘'"='=red that nothing 
of India. "Furifier atwut communal Poople 

no IK-rmaiient solution is nos^^W.^oi ,‘t c.aprcssed,” 

AsscroUy. where the rigluTof all rr'^*’' “ Constituent 

be (ul y protected by ateemem M;^'"'*‘'d minorities will 
■ty of tfie people it made c^^arto ^ r'k?'ds the sovereign- 
■CM will, , 1 ,.. , whtbt in ,1m "tt 

It. tlii, re.I,|u.!io.^ w rb wr 'Vie 

nas elearfy mentioned If,at the 
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Coiigfess withdrew the ministries in order to dissociate India 
from the war and to enforce the Congress determination to 
free-India from foreign domination, it also laid stress on 
discipline and constructive programme. 

It is almost about a year after, this that the Congress started 
its symbolic Satyagrah in November, 1940. In short this was 
the attitude and policy of the Congress towards the last 
world-war from its very start. 

CHAPTER' II 

GANDHIJI AND WAR , 

Gandhiji on the very out-break of the last great world war 
e^vpressed, when he was invited by the Viceroy to meet him, 
his abhorrence against the violent warfare and its horrors. 
Subsequent to this meeting; Gandhiji issued a statement on 
September, 5. He said, “1 am not therefore, just now thinking 
of India’s deliverance. It will come, but what will it be 
worth if England or France fall or if they come out victorious 
over Germany ruined and humbled.” It is obvious that the 
thought of a ruined and humbled Germany was as much a 
matter of sorrow to Gandhiji as that of a defeated England or 
France. In like manner Gandhiji’s concern at the destruc¬ 
tion of London and the Westminister Abbey arose out of 
what he himself called a “purely humanitarian standpoint.” 
To those who had misread into his concern at destruction a 
preference for Britain, Gandhiji explained on September, 11 : 
“I would not care to erect the fi'eedom of my country on the 
remains of despoiled Germany. ,1 should be as much moved 
by a contemplation of the possible destruction of Germany’s 
monuments”. It is clear, therefore, that Gandhiji’s sympathies, 
in so far as destruction caused by war is concerned, are 
evenly, distributed over all victims, be they British or 
Germans. - 

After seeing the Viceroy, Gandhiji expressed his .sympa- 
, thies with Britain and France as much as with Germany and 
they were in accord with the Congress policy and his 
principles of distaste of war, violence and armaments. 

He appealed to all war-mongers of the world to desist 
, from the course of destruction of human life and property 
which were the best creation of God and man. . 

He gave his personal moral support to the British Govern¬ 
ment and their cause. He also advised the Congress for its 
unconditional moral support to the British Government in its 
hour of trouble and trial. He was opposed to any embarr¬ 
assment to the British Government in its war efforts, 

.. 7 - 
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Hence this scliemc of snlyagnili in' 194], was so formulaic J 
,^ns not to interfere in the least with tile war efforts of the 
■ Government of India. He chose only his best Satyagrahis to 
offer a mere symbolic Satyagrah and that too who believed in 
non-violence as a faith. His Satvagrahis offered Satyagrah 
after giving previous notice to the' Government as rei^ards 
time .and place of their offering Satyagrah, which was noUiing 
else but merely shouting his faith in non-violence and his 
opfwsition to all armed wars, violence and aid to such wars 
with men or money. But that being symbolic did not inter- 
ere in the least with the war efforts of the Government of 
India. Jlost of such satyagrahis were arrested even before 
they actually went to shout or shouted but merely on sendin™ 
a nmtcc of their intention to shout such slogans. 

Gandhiji further clarifying the issue between India and 
1 London paper'oh November 

14, If there is to be a fight between Britain and the 
Congress, the world should know what it is to be for does 
Britain intend to recogmse India as an independent nation 
or must India remain Britain’s dependency”. Attempts are 
made by spokesmen of the British Government to confuse 

f-,‘L"'^‘"l‘?“'l^^ ‘1’® 5 ;>norities’ question in India’s 

mce and by bracketing the Europeans of India and the 
Brinees with the other minorities. If European interests are 

savs v'i'fby conquest remain intact”, 
says Malutamaji and adds in regard to the Princes, ”t6 rais" 
tile question of 1 rinces is still more untenable. They are 
part of the laramouiit Powor. It is painful to think that 

l«.q4^?theaa"es’’? 

stated''JSiplesaTa^":;' tlidr (i'ij .'nS "w^prhic'iT havm 
.spoken tl.rongh die All-liidia Stales Peoples’ Co^iference 
midorsiiig the Congress attitude on War.*^ The Proiilier 

to as.^)ciatc themselves wtHi Ilriiisli Wir PnJ I -li 

from the Congress, certain other organisations alii''of 

him in his own ccmmryi— ilcHvcrcd by 

■GaMlIii lima divitkiito the I,mil and an oninhibited 
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tongue which makes Ihm tell tlie whole story. It gets him 
into all kinds of difficulties he said to me for instance and 
he has said subsequently in writing ; '1 would go to Japan and 
sign a treaty of peace with the Japanese’ Now he immediately 
added in the conversation Lome, 1 know the British will 
never let me go to Japan and , 1 know that if I ever go to 
Japan, the Japanese would’nt sign a treaty of peace' with me’. 
Then why talk about at ? Because the idea had occurred 
to. him and for Gandhi the fact that an idea is not practicable 
does not mean that he must not talk about it. However, 
this statement has enabled,persons who have ulterior motives 
and wish to defame Gandhi—to say that Gandhi is pro- 
Japanese. Now there are many Americans and many English¬ 
men whose woid as to who is pro-Japanese 1 would not accept 
because many of those' Americans, and Englishmen were 
themselves pro-Japahese and appeased the Japanese and sent 
Japan the scrap and oil which our boys are now getting 
back in uglier form. There is one man whose word 1 would 
take as to who is pro or anti-Japanese and that is Chiang- 
Kai-Shek and he is pro^Gandhi and^ pro-Indian independence 
and he has intlsrvehed- ( as, 1 told you ) with President 
Roo'sevelt and with Winston Churchill in recent months 
repeatedly, with a view to the moderation or British policy 
in India. Chiang-Kai-Shek knovvs that Gandhi is anti- 
Japanese, pro-chinese and anti-axis'. And Gandhi has proved 
it. - Butit’s simply Gandhi’s manner of speech that exposes 
him to these false charges. . ' ' ’ . 

Gandhi did, the Same thing in the current political crisis; 
Against the background of India’s' internal misery and the 
mounting resentment and bitterness there occured t’ne BriU'sIi 
Military reverses in , the Far East—Hong Kohg, Malaya'; 
Singapore and . Burma—British prestige in Asia dropped' to 
zero. There was panic in India. The Indians were afraid 
that the . British wouid. run from India as' they had,,' so 
recently from Burma. There was no confidence among 
Indians in’. England’s' ability to , defend india. ' The 'British 
Government in London realized that an emergency had arisen 
in India, but it was only after a very healthy prod froni 
President Roosevelt that the British' War. Cabinet rushed oiie 
of its members Sir Stafford . Cripps out to India to repair 
the damage.' . Now whatever'the, causes of Cripps’failure. 
(And in the light of his subsequent dismissal 'from the War 
Cabinet—He, was tak6n into the War Cabinet when the 
Churchill Cabinet shook as the result of the falTdf Singapore 
and the. escape of Scharnhorst and Gneisenau, the two 
German pocket battleships under the nose of the R.A.F. 'and 
the British Navy through the English/Channel, Chprchill 
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‘wltii it. It‘s learned, in the exercise of freedom and 
independence. ' . ' 

I canie away from India with the profound conviction that 
if there were the will, India could be united politically over¬ 
night and that of course .would be only the first step towards 
ultimate social and economic union. I came away from India 
with the conviction that the obstacle to Indian independence 
does not lie in India. It, lies in England. India is a very 
good thing. Many interests and companies and families in 
England have grown rich on India. But the problem is bigger 
than that. Neville .Chamberlain was an appeaser, because 
he was afraid that if England became involved in a war his 
England (the,England of caste and privilage and money and 
aristocracy) would die. But Churchill says, “No, England can 
■fight this war and win it and remain the old England.” And 
Churchill’s JEngland includes the emasculation of the 
Beveridge report . and includes all kinds of reactionary 
measures.. 

The question therefore, is not -vvhether India is ripe for 
freedom. The question is whether we are. ripe for Indian 
freedom. If there . were a new Erigland emerging out of 
this war, if there were’ a ,new. England to supplant the old 
England of Chamberlain and Churchill, it would not wish to 
hold lndia. That is reMly the issue.” . 

Gandhijl was all along anxious to protect India from 
Japanese invasion. . Hence realising the weakness of the 
British Indian Government, to save India from foreign and 
specially Japanese aggression, his anxiety grew much more for 
India’s defence and at the same time he felt that there was 
’not even genuine desire on the part of the Government to 
save India and hence reluctance for any sincere effort in 
the direction of gaining real co-operation and support of the 
Indians in its war efforts. The proof of this mentality 
Government gave convincingly from the Cripp’s proposals 
and. their ultirhate fate. So Gandhiji’s patriotism and burning 
desire to save his countrymen from utter ruin and destruction 
at the Jiands of the foreign invaders, made him really anxious 
to arouse genuine interest and support of the people of India 
; in all sorts of attempts, non-violent and violent, for the protec¬ 
tion of their mother-la.nd. It is with this object and motive 
that he desired independience of India and felt compelled to 
think of launching his ‘Quit India’ movement. 

Gandhiji can be extensively quoted in support of this 
contention. Gandhiji’s own position about Cripps’ proposals 
was that he saw Ci'ipps at Delhi on 27th March and left Delhi 
on 4th April. There after in the issue of Harjan dated June 
28, 1942 he wrote 
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} was disinclined to proceed to 
^en Delhi. Having gone theje, I intended to return the 
_^me day that 1 reached there. But Maulana Saheb would 
} ”"*■ induced the Working 

Committee to take up Its stand on pure non-violence. But k 
did not, and could not With it, rightly, politics werra 
It couM not having the conviction, allow its 
de iberations to be affected by the issue of non-violence the 

rcsi udo^ le TT c'^C of Bo 

was inevitable, he warned to I^ad ^ n^n'" 

strictly on his own set non-violent movement 

notice to the Government Hi^ nf 

bcin anyway7o:r!.”r'-vW ftTe“'¥‘ 

and thousands o1 Congrest' ‘''f ^“ndhiji 

August and after wen? "'orkers on 9th 

were as a result of sudden and pre-planned but 

Government acts wliich ?v'e??'^^^ h' resentment on 

unreasonable and liigWnnderHn ,, .""-^^Hed for, 

entire responsibili v is of ?h? r„?.? "■<= 

^ Ghandijks pcrMiml views Gandliiji. 

Government aSon .are very ? .uiovement and die 

by Inm in his letter to th? S?er?P * 1" “Jj®" '^•'Pressed 

India, dated SeiVe-Xr S ig/v T 9“'-^rnmcnt of 

Riven below;- I'-I-IS. An c.xtracl from whicli is 

'■ayem^d:';;!?^^?-??;®'^- Congress leadeis seems ,o 
sclf-conliol. I fool that |i,n gJ,,H® ’® P®'"* of losing 

>vereresp.,nsibl?f„',i;‘"of d,e Congress” 
"Uly tigln eourse for the G^vernme u I’’''®®' ''''‘® 

rele.is,. , 1 , 1 . Congress Uadef? win I ' ®S* *^0 to 

-ures au,l nxf.lor,-was-- s l ^ lllidraw all repressive niea- 
H'T. "ais-and means of conciliation. SurideTthe 
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•Congress, }lo■^veve^, ivould he bound to consult other 
■existing Muslim organisations which have co-operated 
with tlie Congress in the past. Furdier in the event of 
•other group or minority interests being involved it will 
ie necessary to consult representatives of such interests. 

Letter from Mr. Bose to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Bombay, May 15, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Last night I gave you a note explaining our position. 
You asked me what constructive proposals we had to 
•jnake. I think the note is self-explanatory. Having made 
kno'^vn the Congress reaction to your suggestion, accord¬ 
ing to us, it remains now to proceed to the next stage 
namely appointment of respective committees which "will 
jointly settle the terms of understanding. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) SuBHAs C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Dated Bombay, 16 May, 1938. 

,De4r Mr. Bos-e, 

I acknowledge the receipt of a note you handed over 
to me on behalf of the Congress on the 14th, and also 
J beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 
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country which holds that, on grounds of expediency tlie 
Congress should have accepted the proposals must be admit¬ 
ted. But the obvious reply is that the Congress Working 
Committee tried Its best to arrive at a compromise with Sir 
Stallord Cripps in full consciousness of the situation. The 
break ranie in spite of this. Nor was there any knowing that 
even if the Congress pocketed its pride in respect of many a 
^mt of vital principle in the hope of ultimate fulfilment, the 
Muslim League and the other bodies would have obliged. 

of "general” agreement Sir 
B t- '* discomfiture at the hands of 

those in Lngland who saw the liquidation of Empire in his 
bml^P'he result everyone of note, 
an Churchill and Amery 

hfmsMr I upon their patronage, finds 

himself placed in the most awkward position imaginable. It 
wa^ resounding triumph for someone. * 

ilie next step was to put the Congress out of the nicture 
and to prepare tor the defence of India both againsf Japan 
.and ttsclf. Again the old imperialist guard had nothinglo 
loss. It wp their iiormal programme. Although they did not 
Ihousands of Int^ian lives 
roIIectA-c"nnns‘'oi ‘';i‘*”'“ homings, imprisonment'and 
”ot worr • them p hid not and does 

Ih-vann ’ ' P'^P^e^bda purtioscs, liowever 

Indw Tnorr ^ ” ^poftant bcoring on the question. The All 
on til? n® l>“n'hay adopted its resXtion 

on tilt genera! situation at about 8 P fan r»i a . 

iiiiiaSlii 

>. C. C. adopted Its resolution. !n sealing its earlier 
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decision the Government felt it no part of. its duty to take 
into account the altered situation created by the numerous' 
public statements made by responsible leaders in the pre¬ 
ceding week. A long term policy had evidently been 
sanction and no thought of dangerous consequences could 
stand in the way of its execution. When the police party 
turned up in the early hours of the morning, Gandhiji was 
literally surprised. = The grave disorder which spread 
immediately all over the country still continue in sporadic 
form, I for one was convinced from the very beginning, 
^and I said so to foreign correspondents who cared to see me 
then, that the outbreak was not only spontaneous but would, on 
that very account, be serious. To speak of Congress responsi¬ 
bility for the violence and loss of Life (caused by the Govern¬ 
ment’s military measures of tlie severest type) adds grave 
insult to injury. The position becomes ridiculous when the 
accusation is smugly levelled at leaders who were securely 
put away behind prison walls before the game of violence 
and counter-violence had started, and are still being kept there 
hermetically .sealed against all contact with the outside 
world. They haVe no means of reply except through private 
petitions for mercy. Justice stands betrayed and - so does the 
cause of the Allies in India”. - , 


The Cripps proposals failed not because of the Congress 
and Gandhiji but because they were so designed and 
desired from their very inception by their authors in Britain. 
Gandhiji’s position is very char as can be seen from tlie 

following statements :— . . 

Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, Congress President, stated 
on April 11th, 42 at the Press Conference:.— ' , ; 

' “Mahatma Gandhi’s views as regards participation in any 
war are well-known and it would, be entirely untrue to 
suggest that the Working Committee’s decisions have in anv 
way been influenced by that yiew. In fact, Mahatma Gandhi 
made It perfectly clear to the Working Committee that thev 

were frbe to come to any decision'on the merits of the propo¬ 
sals. Mahatmaji did not really want to participate in the 
earlier sittings of the Working Committee, but he was persua¬ 
ded by me to stay on from day to day.” 

^ Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru about the same 6n June 17th at 
Bombay said : — . . yuue at 

P ^ Stafford to the .effect that the 

Congress , Working- Committee had apparently accepted 

teher. consultations with 
Mahatma Gandhi- that they were turned down is entirelv 
incorrect. It is true that the newspapers were making 

guesses, sometimes stating that the Congress Working Go^- 
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mittee was likely to accept the proposals, bin Sir Stafford 
ought to know that these newspaper stories had ho basis". 
Lastly Shri C. Rajgopalacharia declared — 

“Gandhiji is in prison and cannot again contradict this 
baseless story that will go into Hansard. 1 was present from 
beginning to end during tliese talks, and 1 can say authorita¬ 
tively that Mahatmaji who was absent from' Delhi, during the 
ater stoges was not responsible for anything that took place. 

Mohatiuau s adverse opinion expressed at the 
preliminary stage, the Working Committee entered into 
discussions with Sir Stafford and carried on according to their 
own policy and Mahatmaji did not interfere." ^ 

i he Lnpps proposals were unacceptable not only to the 
Congress but no other party in India w-as prepared to accept' 

dcm'Tnd for realfy 

rilaU"’■■'S no'“t all met with Cripps pro- 
K^ls hence it was but proper for the Congress to reject tlmm 

S f-^lu^arel"'he Cause "f 
flc n 7 “ * known not only to India but to America' 

was an.V[ous? “‘‘"® Government' 

Gripps mission reacted on India and tlie Congress 
and what were us direct constquences are the subject matter 
of a pre.ss conference whicli Pandit Jawahar'lal Ne rn 
veSes r„,miVs^,f • Tbis also ™^Jy 

Pandiiji as*prJj.?panese? ‘ 

Tlie relevant c.xtracts of it are given below 
..17,.' “ '"■“xof the War to-day." said the Pandit 

Whitcliall". ' o.xcei,lion of New Delhi and 

ncgoliationsTll'm I'antlit'^'i'-l™ ‘.me'''<= Cripps's , 
mind of the Indiar^n- ' -i, average reaction in tlie 
Drltisli Government. Tin-' L " i^r “^‘^‘*‘1’'^". the 

grave that no responsillli- " ','.’0 Country are so 

or consider tliem'^n tilrm^'^nTI hi" bglitly about them 
afford lobe bitter. Bittern «T^'' i'''^ re.actions. We cannot 
our judgment in a grave crUis‘'™Th,'f'"' 1 '""“'“ .'''“‘“'feats 
not what die Britisli Gnv.rn . 1 is. 

have done to them- lint "ih? “s or wliat we 

goingtodoabouu"' fS i, snl,rn;' ',1 

-are not to embarrass the Brni.l, ' "* ‘ ''apiiftied, we 

effolts Ot our American, f, 1 India or the 

belore them w-as W wi.I , r ■ 1’"'''''““ 

•os now wuhout paitieipiting in the w.ir effort; 
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and withont embarrassing the Government in their war effbil,^ 
theV should organize their war effort in their own way for a 
free and Independent India. That was a question which the 
A.l.C.C. had to consider and decide at the next meeting. 

“We are not going to surrender to any invader” said 
Pandit Jawaharlal. He could not tolerate the. idea that he or 
anybody else should sit idle while the battle: for India was 
beino' fought between two foreign armies. He.could not tolerate 
any passive attitude but how far he could go in a particular 
situation depended on the circumstances. The background, 
however, \yas quite clear—just as they had refused to give in 
to British 6overhment during the last 22 years; they were hot 
going to surrender to any invader. They would have to resist 
invasion to the uttermost-rby non-co-operation, by resistahee, 
and by embarrassiiig .the invaders in every possible way 
which a v/idely spread population could do. ■ 

The duty of every Congressrnan, of, everyone in the 
Country, said Pandit Jawaharial, was'to organize self-protec¬ 
tion and self-sufficiency. There was a fundamental difference 
between the approach of the Congress arid that of British 
Government in this matter. The Congress wanted to rely 
Upon the people, but the British Government did' not even 
now want to trust the . people. Ultimately,,'it was only the' 
state which could defend the Country in an armed .way. 
They could not, for . instance, raise: a citizen army, wlthqiit 
the State’s help. But \v’hat the* Congress .had already, begun 
was an, intensive programme/ of self-sufficiency and self- 
protectiqn,in.rural areas rhainly with the .object of securing 
regional'self-sufficiency in food, etc., if transport afrahgemerits 
happened to fail'. These units could liqt resist an .invading; 
army, but form the background of any resistance which,they,or 
the State might .organize,; they could try to' prevent disorder 
and panic .'and help , production. They'had tp‘organize the 
people for self-reliance—for'lobldng'afteVtheihselves; 

Who is resppnsible for failure of the Cripps’ negofiation's ? 
In answer to this'question,; Pandit Nehru , explained'ifi detail, 
the various sta'ges of. the , hVg.btiations; .If he had .bee'n.aslced’ 

: just before his Hast interview fidth Sir Stafford ‘ Crip£^^^^ 
would have said' that'the. chances of cqming; to ,ah agreement 
w.ere about 75%. fit that inter vie vv,. however, .tlie'.full picture 
which Sir Stafford suddenly, and idr/the, first time, put be lore 
them.of the, proposals, was such that he. cod^^ not. agree to 

it. “A big change,had. occurred sotaewhere in the middle” 
said the Pandit. It was obvious, he .added, that, there .wa.s 
some trouble.between Sir Stafford; an^ “Others were 

not us” said the Pandit amidst laughter. ^ 

Pandit Nehru went on to.say “while it was my extreme 
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desire to find a way out and make India function effectively 
for defence and make the war a popular effort—so great 
was my desire that some things 1 have stood for during the 
last quarter of a century, things which I could never have 
imagined for a moment I would give up, I now agree to giv'c 
up—I am convinced personally that it is impossible, for us 
to agree to the proposals as they eventually emerged from the 
British Government’s mind. I am in complete and whole 
liearted agreement with the Congress resolution and the 
letters of the Congress President.” 

“So far as 1 kno\y India, and I know it tolerably well, 
the major sentiment in India naturally is one of hostility to 
the British in India. You can not root out 150'years-of 
past history and all that has happened in those years. It 
has sunk deep down into the Indian soul. Suppose we had 
come to an agreement and had to convert, to change that 
sentiment suddenly we could liavc done it if we could have 
given a sensation of freedom to the people of India. Tlie 
fundamental factor tOKlay is distrust or dislike of the British 
Oovernment. It is not pro-Japanese sentiment. It is' anti- 
oruish scnlimenu That may occasionally lead individuals 
to pro-Japanese e.vprcssion of views. This is shortsighted. 
It IS a slaveys sentiment, a slave's way of thinking; to imagine 
that to gel rid of one person who is dominating us we can 
expect another person to help us and not dominate us later. 

I- rcemcn ought not to think iliat way. It distresses me that 
any Indian should talk of the Japanese liberating India. The 

whole i«st history of Japan has been one of dominating others. 
Japan comes here cither for Imperialist reasons straight out 
or to figlit with the British Government, Anyhow, whatever 

iil^ratr’^"’ 

Icadersliip ofSubhas 

question"' ''' "> “ >1>= "ext 

«'= Pandit referred to tlie 
d dtrcnccs between Mr. Bose .md tlie Congress, and said 

II- 'l aJ'ro '"nafides of Mr. Bose. I think 

cverd dlT'- J'lnnk is wrong, but 

India \v “ enneluston whicl. lie thinks is for tlie good of 
have drib “‘"P’")- Willi him -manyycars aga Wc 

1 iVn ' "P“" '“•‘’ny wc are very far apart. 

XM^se Tdo „o"°rl'^n T- "'>■ rnskfriendSiip, 

wav he I a. I e>>?"enge his motives, not to realize tliat the 

wv force “ '•’'''es sliape, bccausi 

anj lorcc Ui.at may come from outside, it really comes as a 



(luintpy force under the Japanese control. In effect it helps 
the invader. It may help under the mistaken notion; that the 
’invader wili play ..fair. It is a bad thing psychologically for 
the Indian' .masses to think in terms ot being liberated by 
an outside agency”. 

“I think,” he continued “it is the job and function of every 
Indian tp be in India to-day, to face the. dangers and risks, 
whatever .might happen in India.” . 

The Cripps proposals were found, so vere unsatisfactory 
. that no section of Political prty and public opinion agreed 
with them; They .were' universally condemned by almost 
all important political parties and personalities : Whether 
it was Muslim league, or the Momin Conference, or the 
depressed.;classes or Dr. Ambedkar, or Sir T. B. Sapru, or 
Dr., M. R. Jaykar,,,, Thus it becomes evident that Cripps came 
not to appease and. win oyer the hearts of the Indian "people 
but only to add insult to the injury already inflicted on India 
by dragging her into the war without her consultation and 
consent...-:-^ . . 


• ; chapter iv • 

BURMA AND BRITISH ATROCITIES j 

It is since the last: Government" of India Act 1935 that 
Burma was separated ,from India which was a part, of India 
since its annexation 'by the, Government' of India in 1885 
after , the Burmese War. In Burma the hew constitution 
w,as introduced in accordance with the Act of 1935.h The 
popular Premier of Burma Mr. U. Saw,,at the - beginning of 
.the present "World War, to fully yoke the resources of the 
country for complete support and through execution of the 
war, suggested and demanded independence for his country. 
Plis patriotism goaded him, even to visit" England in this 
connection where he clamoured for independence of his 
country for its really effective and tiniely defence. : But 
alasl his voice was, simply ignored and he was made a 
captive there. Since then nothing "is heard of him. But 
his countrymen still remember him and the history of his 
country has a honoured place for him. 

Soon after came the invasion of Burma by-Japan. The 

British were found too weak to defend her. The' whole 
country was in no time flooded over by the Japanese armies 
® British rule in Burma was thrown to the winds. 

_ The British population, both Civilian and Military in 
Burma used all possible and available best means to leave 
mr India without delay but the plight of the Indiarm in 
Burma became horrible; They could be neither here nor 
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there. Their British masters betrayed them and the Burmans 
who were theinselves in trouble could hardly afford to lielp 
them, brom the invading Japanese armies in those troublous 
lime nothing better and helpful could be e-xpected. There was 
no way out for the poor Indians but to attempt escape to 
India. But this was not an easy job. All the best avdilable 
roads and conveyances were under the use of the British 
and the Indians were prohibited to use them. Hence they 
u-ere left with no other option but to take to the worst hilly 
and waterless track through the fierce woods where, on the 

"i “"d parched to 

dc.alh. As they had no means of convey.ance and' transport 

s^t’on° * beloved childran 

we . ! Thus men of money and faddly 

liome r^^®®“P'vU,hout a family and hearth'and 

home. We. hereunder, give an account of the Burma 
SX'^faci^'’ 1 ? 1 Civilian. 'Even from it glehn 

Sijm readers -agined by tl|' fr^ 

address to the Central Asian 

fesuh ’^t ".^'’''T'i"®' “nipaign, gUf he 

result of a careful research into the various reports -uirl 
charges dealing witli the civil side of the camS Mr 

Hughes resigned from the Indian Civil Service X® md 

became the Political Secretary to the Ka Clmmber 

.IJ-ring mrt of the Burma campaign.e was 

bee„s;LtarrmSiri;“^n°Smhh!Gl"^^^^^^ 

oflhrfall of Fnin 'r 

defence measures wJrc nevcr't'estml"l"“?l'‘ improvised 

and },fie was civen tn ^reality of invasion 
on the other lund u^J 

J-ipamse troops invadL-d l^reatlung space, 

d.ays after l>e,wl Harbour*^ 9 , just two 

<h.t.^^^r.""?l.ri„sTi:!.c',i“''''' !■?,' '“V.^'rongly emphasire 
lorcis wi re ov* rwlu lmt^l military 

enemy force. But it should'm ,°'d™rinoeuvrtd by a su[«rior 
Iry tl'e nut,,,., caiupai-.|, • . ,^ .1^1^''''’''^'''^^'' "'I'"'acliievetl 
^ r:ul.b.,u reaigua'd int 
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mucii that the breathing space enabled India to prepare for 
the threat ol invasion. 

Such actions or omissions for which the civil adminis¬ 
tration was responsible had no innuencc whatsoever on 
the result of the campaign. Only additional troops, tanlis, 
guns and aeroplanes could have turned the tide. If it 
could be maintained that the civil administration utterly 
broke down, utterly failed to co-operate with the military, 
then some portion of the odium for the loss of Burma could 
deservedly be attached to the civilians. But, Mr. Hughes 
denied that this was so. On the contrary, the administra¬ 
tive machine kept going until the end inspite of numerous 
missing cogs in the wheel. ** 


Evacaution of Refugees 

Evacuation of refugees was undoubtedly the hinfres 
problem facing the- the civil officers. After the fail o 
Rangoon, our forces were by no means defeated, and Genera 

dv^'^^Had ^ assuming an offen 

fw‘ officers ignored every issue cav( 

ib^n/ improbable that the provision 

mg of various evacuation routes with food and^mcdica 
supplies would have made nreater nron-rpt;*; R,if i * ' 
edifying example they would have set to mih 
and.to essential workers and only with General Alevaml^'^'' 
decision to withdraw to India rliri lUo .. .-^‘‘--^^rider: 

our days in Burma were indeed numbered?^ 

From statistics compiled at the varionq 
on the Indian frontier it would nrobahlv Ep ' mn centre 
estimate to' put the total numbpr^nf ' ^ ^ conscrvaiivi 

’ India, at 4,00,000. A suoreme ha who r..-ache( 

that pitiable mass of re Ss was'’a;r'' 
rnilitary situation. How m\ny casualties “f ‘h' 

the evacuation could not be known Bn T 
be about 10,000 or 2| per cent nf ^ seemed t( 

evacuees. Such a casualty list c number o 

of course, it did not include man?‘'X®’rr^d ®'‘ 
epidemic at Prome and MandTla7 J i 
alter: their arrival. The tale of tLt i 
IS .told, <vpuld be a; tale of sheei^m t i 

women in the , face of a disaster 
on the same civilian , roll of honour as ^ 

who. m the dark days of 1940 shnip Jn 
produced a race of men and worsen worthv nf ^o^^ntry stil 
Their tales of sufferlup-s anH of their heritage.' 

-d^wtde in India. From Le t-rerTle'She^^thol^ 




of India was moved at this miserable plight of her cduritry- 
men in Burma. The worst part of the whole tragedy was 
the tremrncnt meted out to the Indians in Burma by the 
British Government of India and Burma. 

The pathetic tales of die sufferings of the Indians in 
Burma were luridly narrated by the Indian evacuees and 
refugees from Burma. The very soul of India was stirred 
"f!‘'>= beastly inhuman treatment 
ol the British towards the Indians and specially the invidi¬ 
ous distinction they made between the Indians and the British. 
(It IS for tilts reason that the Burma Evacuation Report was 
not published by the Government of India. But for its not 
rub icaiion, the reason assigned Is, of course, quite different. 
I^n the session of the Central Assembly at New Delhi, on 
November 7 , 1 <M 3 , Dr. N.B.Khare, Indians Overseas Mem¬ 
ber in reply to die question of Sardar Mangal Singh said "In 
the course of Mr. A. K. Chanda’s work on the preparWioj; 
kL? “"'obdated report on the evacuation of Burma, it 
became^ apparent that it would be impossible to present a 
operation without including 
matttr that might be of great value to the enemy. The 
tiuestion has, therefore, been' re-examined in the l^ht of 
aliou the"?’,."' aitnaiion and after detailed consider¬ 
ation, the Government of India has decided not to publish 
any report on the subject for the present.’’) This was the 

dnrecd il/ f ? “V '■osentment and frustration sur- 

i‘n“Burma?''l'lc„ce everj-T'r°"' ‘bo BriS 

burning desire lo h,. /' Indians heart was enflamed witli 

n'TS- '''‘'b''''T. bborty" ot\lirpeoi^^ 

In"d!.m,s 'i^^uld B"' " 1“ ®ri'bb‘’mle i^/ndia! 

of'^her'skive^^ an<r'~r„e'i"£"''""f‘'r 
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FART III 

INDIA’S DEFENCE AND INDEPENDENCE 

. CHAPTER! 

ALLAHABAD MEETING OF THE CONGRESS WORKING 

: COMMITTEE 

Since the fall and.subsequent fate of Burma . and, specially 
of the Indians in Burma and thereafter the fiasco of Cripps 
Mission, Gandhiji began seriously considering' about' the 
defence of India. His mind’s working was clearly expressed 
by him in his articles in the ‘Harijan,’ which were quite expli¬ 
cit and'unambiguous. His niain emphasis was on two points, 
firstly' defence , of India aiid not to fall in the hands of the 
aggressor and secondly to gain popular support for this and 
not depend entirely on the British Government in India whose 
. weakness was manifested by its continuous failure in Malaya, 
Singapore, and Burma. The ,id®^ Candhiji or the Cong¬ 
ress were pro-Japanese is.false and fantastic. This we have 
also shown in one of our' previous chapter and again we 
hereby support the same on, the basis of .various Congress 
resolutions and views of Gandhiji and .Jawaharlalji as express¬ 
ed by them. The Governcnent of India, to vilify the'Congress 
and Gandhiji, , issued. ,a communique through^ its Home 
Department, from Nevv Delhi, on 5th August’ 42 just on the 
eve, of. the memorable Bombay Session .of the A.l.C.C. In 
this, they have published, an unauthorised and linauthentic 
record !of the Allahabad Meeting of the Congress Working 
Committee ( held Irom April 27th to May .1, 42 ) which was 
recovered in a subsequent police seai'ch of the A. I. C. .C’s 
office.. Gandhiji was not present at this meeting, but he 
sent, for the consideration'of the Working Committee, a draft 
resolution. Miraben who brought the hraft, explained how 
Gandhiji’s.rnind was working. The Committee gave earnest 
and careful consideration to the draft. ' But as regards the 
authenticity of the notes of that meeting which were taken by 
the Assistant Secretary of the A.l.C.C. and published in this 
communique of the Government and also about the attitude 
• of Gandhiji towards Japan etc., we give belOw the statement 
of Jawahar Lai Nehru from Bombay on August 5th, 1942 : — 

“1 have just seen for the first time the Government’s 
communique issuing certain documents obtained . during a 
police raid from the A. I. C. C. office. It is astonishing to 
what a pass the Government of India has been reduced when 
it has to adopt these discreditable and dishonourable tactics. 
Normally, such tactics require no answer. But as there is 
likely to be naisapprehension, 1 wish to clear up some matters. 
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It is not our custom to keep detailed minutes of Working 
Committee*s meetings. Only final decisions are recorded. 
On this occasion, the assistant secretary took brief notes 
unofficially apparently for his own record. These notes are 
very brief and disjointed and represent several days’ prolong¬ 
ed debate during which I must have spoken on various 
occasions for two or three hours. Only a few sentences were, 
taken down and torn from their context. They often give a 
wrong impression. None of us had a chance of seeing these 
notes or revising them. The record is very unsatisfactory 
and incomplete and hence often incorrect. 

\\r discussions, Mahatma Gandhi was not present. 

\\ c had to consider every aspect of the question fully and 
to weigh the implications o) words and phrases in the draft 
resolutions. ^ If Gandhiji had been there, much of this 
discussion might have been avoided as he could have explain¬ 
ed to us his attitude more fully. 

Tims when the question ot British withdrawal from India 
was considered, 1 pointed out that iUhe armed forces were 
in,., t o '''e Japanese might well advance and 

int adc the country witliout hindrance. I he obvious difficulty 
was removed whrn Gandhiji laicr explained dial British 
and other armed forces might remain lo prevent aggression. 

In regard to the statement that Gandhiji e.vpected nn Axis 
victory, an important qualification lias been omitted. Wliat 
I have referred to is his 
bci cf dial unless Brtlatn clianges licr wliole policy in regard 
to India and her coloniai possessions, she is heading for 
disaster. He h,as Inrlher slated that if a suitable cliange in 

free,mm?'for 

to~nhc”N^^^^ 

"osotialions witli Japan are also in- 
corr.cl and entirely torn from tlieir context. Gandliiii alivavs 

wouldlr''"!before coming into conilict. iL 
woulijil us have called upon Japan not only to heep away 

■^dti^do,?' “BUrossor in India and lie 

were nev“, T ^i'" “ °f ‘'oalli. Tliey 

"tre never (o submit. ^ 

menl““ cnvisagcd anv' arrage- 
W!ntr^yw?e".F?'’Trielitnf passage .fad otlm-r tlnn|s. 
ncver l^r, ^ n \ ■'’f«'’,.-"Onld want tliis, but we could 

w"r,n?«. e,‘-O'OOB f'oeu based on 
u.scrinos. rcstst.'ince to aggression.” 

tills comm,!^'“‘O'nont of Gandiilji on 
communique with Ins answers lo die questions put tollim 
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Fiom Mr. Nehru lo Mr. Jinnali. 

Dated Lucknow, January 18, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnali, 

I have read the slalemenl you issued recently to • 
the press with care. I am afraid we approach the 
question from difTering viewpoints and I feel that your 
approach is not very helpful. But I entirely agree with 
you lliat an argument carried on tlirough the medium 
of tlie press is not desirable. Indeed I had decided not 
to issue press statements on the subject, but after your 
Calcutta speech, in whicli you mentioned my name and 
issued some kind of a ‘ challenge ’ to me, I felt that a 
public statement was unavoidable. Hence my statement, 
in ■vvhich I tried to avoid unnecessary controversy. 

You know perhaps that for some months past I 
have been in correspondence with Nawab Ismail Khan 
on this subject and I have been anxious to find out what 
the points of difference and agreement were, I am 
afraid I do not know this yet and your last statement 
does not help. I would feel grateful to you if you 
could kindly throw some light on this and let me know 
what exactly are the points in dispute which require 
consideration. I think this will help us all and lead 
to an avoidance of needless controversy. We can then 
come to grips with the subject. As I have said in my 
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last statement, we are eager to do everything in our 
.power to put an end to every misapprehension and to 
endeavour to solve every problem that comes in the 
• of our developing our public life along right lines and 
promoting the unity and progress of the Indian people. 

I am leaving for Lahore today. From there I go 
vto the Frontier Province and return to Allahabad in 
about ten days’ time. Kindly address your reply to 
Allahabad. 

Yours sincerely, 
(5d.) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Neliru. 

Dated Bombay, Januaiy 25, 1938. 
Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of youi letter of tJie 18lh January, 
1938. 

I must say that it is very difTicull for me to under¬ 
stand it. I fail to see •what you me driving at. It 
does not suggest any useful proposal of a concrete 
character, besides reapproachiiig me and infonning me 
that ‘S\e approach the question from difTering \iew- 
"points,” and you further say, “ I feel tliat your 
approach is not very helpful.” You further icfer to iny 
Calcutta speech and say, “ in uhich you mentioned my 
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■jianie and issued some kind of a ‘ challenge ’ to me, I 
fell that the public slalemenl was unavoidable and hence 
my slalemenl.” Bui you do nol even now give me ihe 
jiurporl of my speech, and whal w'as the ‘ challenge ’ 
which compelled you lo say whal you did in your slale¬ 
menl which you considered unavoidable. 

I know nothing aboul your being in correspondence 
wilh Nawab .Ismail Klian referred lo in your leller. 

Finally I nole your requesl lhal I should lei you 
•Fnow “ what exactly are the points in dispute which 
require consideration.” I am glad that you agree wilh 
me tliat tlie arguments carried on through the medium 
•of tlie press are nol desirable. Bui do you now think 
that this matter can be discussed, much less solved, by 
and tlirough correspondence ? I am afraid that is 
•equally undesirable. 

I may state for your information lliat I received a 
letter from Mr. Gandhi, dated the 19tli Oct., 1937, and 
I replied to him on tlie 5th November, ’37, and I am 
still waiting to hear from him. 

I reciprocate the sentiments expressed in the last 
But one paragraph of your letter at the end of it. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 
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From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Wardha, Februaiy 4, 1938.. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 25lli Januaiy reached AUahaLad. 
on February 1st after I had left. It has been forwarded 
to me here and reached me yesterday. 

I am sorry that my previous letter was difficult to 
understand. My purpose in writing it was, as I stated, 
to find out what our points of difference and agreement 
were. Presumably there are points of difference aS' 
you have repeatedly criticised the Congress policy and 
practice. If these points of difference are noted don’n 
and our attention drawn to them it would moke their' 
consideration easier. It is possible that some of tliein 
may be due to misapprehension and this misopprehen* 
sion might be removed ; it is equally possible that some- 
are more fundamental and then we could try to find 
a way out or, at any rate, know exactly how and where 
we stand. Wlien there is a conflict of opinion, a clari¬ 
fication of the opposing opinions is an essential prcli- 
minaiy to their consideration. 

I niiglil mention some relatively minor matters^ 
which have apparently led to misapprcliension. In one- 
of your speeclies you referred to i)eing told by some¬ 
one that a cheque for rupees five Inklis was recently. 
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given to .tlie Congress. I am not aware of this and 
presumably I ought to know. Indeed, to my knowledge,, 
no one has given even a cheque for Rs. 5,000 to the 
Congress for a considerable time. 

In the same, or possibly another, speech you 
referred to the non-co-operation days and stated that 
while tlie Aligarh University was forced to close down 
and many non-co-operated from it, not a single student 
non-co-operated from the Benares University. As a 
matter of fact a veiy large number of students did in 
fact non-co-operate from the Benares University. As a 
result of this a non-official university, the Kashi Vidya- 
pitha, was established in Benares, as also the Gandhi 
Ashram. Both of these still exist. In the same way 
the Jamia Millia came into existence in Aligarh and 
this now flourishes in Delhi. 

You have referred in your speeches to the Con¬ 
gress imposing Hindi-Hindustani and trying to crush 
Urdu. I presume you were misinformed for I am not 
aware of any attempt on the part of the Congress to 
injure Urdu. Some time back I wrote an essay on 
“'Tlie Question of Language ” which represents, I be¬ 
lieve, the Congress viewpoint. It was approved by 
Mr. Gandhi and by many people unconnected ivith the 
Congress and interested in the advancement of Urdu,, 
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including Moulvi Abdul Huque, Secrelaiy, Anjunian- 
e-Taraqqi-e-Uidu of Hyderabad. I do not know if you 
bave come acioss tliis essay. In any event I am asking 
my office in Allahabad to send you a copy. If you dis¬ 
agree ivith the aigument oi conclusions of this essay, I 
shall he giateful to liave youi ciiticisms. 

I might mention that the Congiess Ministry in 
Madras is endeavouimg to intioduce the study of 
Hindustani in the State schools in the piovince. They 
are having primeis and text-books piepaied especially 
for the puipose by the Jamia Millio. These primers, 
etc., aie to be in two scripts—^Devanagii and Uidu— 
but in identical language, tbe students having tlie option 
of script. 

I mention these instances to sliow how misappre¬ 
hensions aiise. But die leal questions at i&sue are more 
important and it is in legard to tliese that clarification 
is necessary. I presume you are acquainted with the 
Congiess lesolulions and statements on minority and 
fundamental rights and icgaiding communal questions. 
If you so wish it, I can Iia\c diese sent to you. Many 
of these were collected logetlier in a compreliensi\c 
resolution passed by the Woiking Committee in Calcutla 
towards tlio end of October 1937. About the Communal 
Award the Congress position has been repeatedly ninilc 
clear. 
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The Congress policy as laid doivn in tliese resolu¬ 
tions may be incomplete or wrong. If so we shall 
gladly consider suggestions to complete it or rectify it. 
Personally I do not see what more can be done by the 
Congress regarding religious or cultural matters. As 
ior political (communal) questions, tlie Communal 
Award, unsatisfactory as it is, holds the field for the 
present and till such time as it may be altered by mutual 
.agreement of the parties concerned. 

f 

In considering wider political questions, the 
'Congress has adhered to certain principles and policies 
for a number of years, though minor variations have 
taken place from time to time. Our present policy in 
the legislatures and outside was defined by a compre- 

Jiensive resolution passed by the Working Committee 

_ ^ 

nt Wardha last year; I was very glad to find from 
Nawab Ismail Khan and Chowdhury Khaliquzzaman 
that tlie U.P. Muslim League, or the U.P. Muslim League 
Parliam'entaiy Board, accepted this programme. Tins 
included our objective of independence, our demand 
for a constituent assembly, our general attitude to the 
'Constitution Act, and tlie Federation, and our methods 
of work inside and outside the legislature. It referred 
ulso to our agrarian and labour programmes. Thus 
there appeared to be a very large measure of agreement 
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between us not only in legaid to fundamentals, but 
even regaidmg many details. 

In view of this agieemenl it distiessed and suipiised 
me to find that theie was so miicli conflict. I 
have tiled, iherefoie, to find out ^vliat tliis conflict is 
about. I do not see how I can make anj pioposal, 
concrete oi vague, ivhen I do not know ^\hat the points 
in issue aie. It is tine that in leading your speeclie- 
I have come across various statements to the elTect 
that the Congiess is tiying to establish Hindu inj. I am 
iina'waie of liou this is being done oi vho is doing it. 
If any Congiess Minislnes oi the Congiess oiganisation 
have made mistakes, these should be pointed out to us. 

A leport of youi Calcutta speech appealed in tin* 
newspapers at the time and is no donhl available to 
5*00 and foi me to gi\c you a purport of it seemed 
hardh necessaiy. In this jou state that you aie fight¬ 
ing the Congiess, that >ou are fighting the Congie'"' 
leadeisliip i\hich is misleading the Hindus. Furlliei 
■jon lia\e said that you waul to bring the Congress High 
Command to its senses. May I suggest lliat tho«c uho 
are pinileged to advise or lead the Congrc-s have no 
desiie to fight any Imdv except British InipcriaH»m ? 
In any event, if v^e mislead or inisbciiavc ue laivc a 
right to enquire fiom our critics where and how ue 
have done so. 
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Furlher in your Calcutla speech you said : “ I ha\e 
long long ago. months ago now. ihrowm out a challenge 
to Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and I tlirow^ out a challenge 
now,—let him come and sit witli us and let us formu¬ 
late a constructive programme which will give imme- 
-diate relief to the poor.'* It was to this ‘ challenge ’ 
that I referred in my last letter. I do not remember 
•on which previous occasion you had issued a similar 
•cliallenge to me. 

It is abvays helpful to discuss matters and problems 
face to face and, as I have said previously, we are 
• abvays glad to do so. A short while ago you met 
Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, one of our most respected 
leaders, than ^vho there is no one better fitted to explain 
the Congress view-point in regard to the minorities 
problem or any otlier matter. T'idienever necessity arises 
every one of us Avill wdllingly welcome a talk. But 
even such a talk is likely to be vague -and infructuous 
if some clarification of ideas does not take place pre¬ 
viously. Correspondence helps in this process and 
sometimes is even preferable as it is more precise than 
talk. I trust tlierefore that you wdll help in clarifying 
the position by telling us where we differ and how^ you 
Avould like this difference to end. You have also criti- 
'cised the Congress in vigorous language, as you were 
no doubt entitled to do. But are we not entitled to ask 
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you to substantiate those criticisms in private at leasts 
if not in public ? 

I have inquiied from Mi. Gandhi about your letter 
to him dated tlie 5th Novembei, 1937. He received it 
in Calcutta when he was lying ill tlieie and he felt tliat 
it needed no answer. Youi lettei had been in answei 
to his and the mattei seemed to end there foi the time 
being. He was good enough to show me his lettei and 
yours and it seemed to me that no paiticnlai leply v\as 
called for. I iindeistand that lie wiote you yesteiday. 

I hope to be in Allahabad by the 9tli Februarj’. 

Yours sinceiely, 
(Sd,) jAWAIIARLATi NeHRU- 

Fiom Mi. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Dated New Dellii, Fcbruarj 17, 1938, 
Dear Pandit Jawaliailal, 

I am in leceipl of your lellei of llie 4th February. 
You have now flung at me more complaints and 
giievances of trifling character. Evidently jou rclj oir 
that section of the press which is bent on misrepresenting 
and vilifying me, but I am glad that }ou say I mention 
these instances to show how misapprehension arises : 
‘but the real question at issue is more important and 
it is in regard to tliis that claiificalion is ncce«sar)%*^ 
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Therefore I don’t think any useful purpose will be 
served to carry on correspondence with regard to the 
various matters mentioned in your letter. ' You will 
please not introduce matters which you may have 
discussed with Nawab Ismail Klian or Chaudhry Khali- 
quzzaman or any body else. These again will lead to 
references and cross references and the matter will never 
end. 

As regards my Calcutta speech, the word ‘ chal¬ 
lenge ’ is obviously due to the imagination of the 
reporter for the very context shows clearly that it was 
an invitation. However, the discussion of all tliese 
matters in correspondence will lead us nowhere. I do 
not believe in the doctrine which you lay down ‘ but 
are we not entitled to ask you to substantiate all these 
criticisms in private at least, if not in public ’ : I for 
my part make no such distinction. I am prepared to 
substantiate an)"thing that I have said publicly, provided 
it is correctly reported. The crux of your letter on the 
real vital point of the Hindu-Muslim unity is a repeti¬ 
tion of what you said in your previous letter, namely, 
that you want me to note down ‘ the points of difference ’ 
and discuss them through and by means of correspon¬ 
dence—a method, which I made it clear in my last 
letter, is highly undesirable and most inappropriate. I 
ivelcome your suggestion when you say ‘ whenever 
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necessity aiises eveiy one of us would willingly welcome 
a. talk.’ If you think that necessity has aiisen and any 
one of you is willing, I shall be glad to see you and 
■equally welcome a talk. Tlie thing is that you piefer 
talking at each othex wheieas I piefei' talking to each 
othei. Suiely you know and you ought to know what 
uie the fundamental points in dispute. 

I have leceived a lellei fiom Mi. Gandhi and I 
have lephed to him, a copy of wliich I am enclosing 
heiewilh. 

Youis sinceiely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAti. 

From Mr, Nehiu to Mi, Jinnah. 

Dated Bombay, Febniary 25, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Yoiu leitei of the 17lli Fchiuaiy leached me .it 
Haiipuia. I had no intention of flinging any complaints 
and grievances at you. In iny attemjxt to find out what 
youi complaints weie I lead youi speeches as leporled 
in the newspapers (usually hy a news agency) and notc<I 
down some of the points on which you had laid stress. 
I am glad to know tlml you lia\c been mi«reporled Iml 
you Iia\c not pointed out wlicie tlic mi-repic-entalion 
comes in nor, so fai as I know, ha\e you issued any 
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statement to the press correcting the misrepresentation. 
May I suggest that it will be worth while to correct these 
errors so that tlie piililic might not be misled. A clear 
and authoritative statement from you will help us also 
in understanding what you stand for and what you ob¬ 
ject to. 

I note that you do not wish me to introduce in our 
correspondence any matters which we may have dis¬ 
cussed with Nawalj Ismail Khan or Chowdhr)'^ Khali- 
quazzaman. I did not know that they represented any 
different view-point from yours. I thought it necessary 
to draw your attention to the repeated atlemtps I have 
been making to find out what the political and com¬ 
munal policy of the Muslim League is and wherein it 
'differs from that of the Congress. You will remember 
saying last year that the Muslim League had an entirely 
different policy even on political matters from that of 
the Congress. Since then the League has changed its 
objective and its economic outlook and has thus 
approached nearer to the Congress. I am anxious to 
find out what the real meaning of these changes is. 
Without tliis clarification it is difficult for us to under¬ 
stand the present position. 

You say that 3^11 do not believe in the doctrine 
that I lay down, namel}’^ : “ hut are we not entitled to 
-ask you to substantiate all these criticisms in private 
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al least, if not in public.” Further you say that for 
your part you make no such distinction and are prepared 
to substntiate anything that you have said publicly, pro¬ 
vided it is correctly reported. If you will read my 
sentence again you will no doubt obseiTe that T have- 
nowhere laid down any such doctrine as you imagine.. 
I would indeed welcome a public treatment by you of the- 
criticisms made by you. But if you yourself were- 
unwilling to write to the press on tlie subject, as you, 
indicated in your letter, I pul it to you that we are'at 
least entitled to request you to substantiate tlie criticism 
in private. 

If you have made no criticisms of the Congress, 
and the press reports are entirely wrong, tlien of course' 
no question of substantiation arises. All tliat need he 
done is to contradict the press reports. But if criticisms’ 
liave been made, as presumably they liave been, then I 
W'ould request you to justify them publicly or privately 
as you might choose. Personally I would prefer the 
former method. 

I am afraid I must confess that I do not yet know 
what the fundamental points of dispute arc. It is for 
this reason that I have been requesting you to clarify 
them. So far I have not received any help in this 
direction. Of course we shall willingly meet you when¬ 
ever opportunity arise.®. Our President. Sulihas 
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Chandra Bose, or Maulana Abiil Kalam Azad or I or 
any other member of the Working Committee can meet 
you at a suitable opportunity. 

But when we meet wdiat are we to discuss ? Res-- 
poiisible people wuth organisations behind them can- 
hardly discuss anything in the air. Some clarification 
of the issues, some clear statement of what is w^anted 
and idiat is objected to, is always desirable, otherwise- 
w^e ma}’’ not come to grips with tlie subject. You will' 
remember die argument about what transpired at Dellii' 
in 1935 bet^veen you and Babu Rajendra Prasad. There 
has even been a difference of opinion about tlie facts. 
It wwld be unfortunate if we repeated this performance 
and then argued about it later. 

It is thus higlily desirable for us to define the- 
issues first. This is also necessary as we have always 
to consult many colleagues in regard to any matter 
affecting Congress policy. There is surely nothing 
undesirable or inappropriate about this defining of 
issues by correspondence. It is the usual method 
adopted between individuals and organisations. Ma>“ 
I therefore beg of you to enlighten me ? 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehru- 
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Fiom Ml. Jinuali to Mi. Nehiu. ^ 

Dated Neiv Delhi, 3id Maich, 1938. 
Deal Pandit Jaivaharlal, ^ 

I am in leceipt of youi lettei of the 25th Febiuaiy. 
I legiet to find the same spirit lunning thiough of making 
insinuations and innuendoe» and laising all soils of 
matteis of tiifling chaiaclei ivliich aie not gennane to 
oiu piesent subject uith which you stalled, namely, how 
to find the basis of appioach to tlie most vital and 
pioiniiient question of Hindu*Muslim unity. You wind 
up your lettei by insisting upon the couise that I should 
foimulate the points in dispute and submit to you for 
yoiu consideiation and llien caiiy on coiie»pomIeiice 
with you. Tins method, I have alieady slated in my 
coiisideied opinion, is iinde^^iiable and inappio])iialc. 
The method you insist upon maybe appiopiiate betwec»i 
two litigants and that is followed by solicitors, on Iielinlf 
of theii clients., but national issues cannot be settled 
like that. 

Wlieii 5 on ^ay ‘that I am afiaid I mu-'t confers 
tlial I do not know what fundamental points in di'^jmlo 
aie’ I am only amazed at }oui ignoianre. Thi^ matter 
lia" been tackled s.ince 3925 light npto 3935 l>y lh(‘ 
inO'.l prominent leadeiv in the connln and *o far no 
solution has been found. I would beg of 5011 to •‘Indy' 
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il am! do not lake uj) a selfcoinjdafTnl alliliule and if 
you arc in earnest I don’t think you will find inucli 
dinicuily in nmlizini: wiiat llic main points in dispute arc, 
Iiecaus(' tiicy have hc(Mi constantly inentioncfi hotii in the 
press and piddic platform ('V(‘n \ery recently. 

Yours sincerely. 

{Sd.) A. JixxAii. 

From Mr. iScliiu to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Allahahad. March 8. ]938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah. 

Thank vou for vour letter of March 3;-d. I am 
afraid our letters to each olhei- repeat tUemselves. T 
go one rerpiesting you to tell us whal exactly are the 
points in dispute ^s•hich have to he discussed and you 
go on insisting that this should not he done by corres¬ 
pondence. At the same lime you have pointed out that 
the inain' points in dispute liave been constantly, and 
very recently, discussed in the press and public plat¬ 
form. I have carefully followed press statements and 
your public speeches. In my effort to discover these 
points of dispute I enumerated some of the’criticisms 
which you were reported to have made in public 
speeches. In your reply you staled that you were mis- 
reported, but you did not say what the correct report 
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should have been. Fmiliei you said that these weie 
iiiinoi and tiifling matteis, but again you did not point 
‘OUt what tlie inajoi matteis weie. You will perceive 
any difficulty. I hope I am not making any insinuations 
-oi innuendoes, as you suggest in youi last lettei. Cei- 
tainly it is not my intention to do so, noi to raise tiifling 
matteis which aie not geimane to the piesenl subject. 
But what aie these nialtei& which aie geimane ? It 
may be that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted 
with the intiicacies of the pioblem. If so I deseiTe to 
be enlightened. If you will lefei me to any leceiit 
statement made in tlie piess oi platfoini wliicli will help 
me in undeistanding, I shall be giateful. 

It is not my desiie, may I lepeat, to cany on a 
<oonlioveisy by coiiespondeiice, but only to find out wliat 
the main points of discussion and dispute aie. It is 
suiely usual foi national issues to be fonnulaled and 
claiified in tins way to facililale discussion. Both in 
national and inteiTiatioitnl matteis ive are frequently 
adopting this coui&e. 

You aie perfectly light in saying that this matter 
has been tackled since 1925 icpeatedly. Do )ou not 
think that tliis veiy liislory wains us not to approncli 
it ill a \ague mamiei without cleai ideas as to wliat \\c 
object to and what we want? Apart from this, much 
'has Iiappened during the-c pa«t few years uhiefi has 
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each and everything. The police was empowered to apply 
them as they pleased. The Congress was declared unlawlul. 
All its offices were taken over forcible jxissession by the police. 
All its property was forfeited. Even those institutions which 
were indirectly supposed to be connected with the Congress 
were captured such as Kiiadi Bhandars and Ashrams which 
were merely commercial, or industrial or educational concerns. 
Non-violence was put to so serious a test that its pursuance 
itself became a violence. The Government with all their 
previous experiences of Gandhiji‘s movements became more 
daring for perpetrating barLarities. They [danned ver)' 
dexlrousl}'^ to kidnap leaders and workers before actually they 
could rise from their beds on the morning of the 9th Aug., 
1942. The first siglit to the Congressman was the police at 
the early hours of the 9th August morning. After the arrests, 
the police with the help of the military and arms started the 
work of simply crushing the people as: in a frenzy. The 
sanctity of human life was no more. There was a wanton 
dance of police goondaism and excesses. But all that the 
police and military did was uniform, organised and under the 
direct control of the entire British Bureaucratic machinery 
in India. . . 

The people were all unorganised, undisciplined and with* 
out any leadership. They were actually aniiass of crowd and 
gathered together in a very natural and innocent manner 
everywhere in the cities and towns as they heard, of the 
general ari'est of their beloved leaders. Their mentality was 
truely fitting to their character and nature: that is of an 
unorganised crowd which is excessively emotional, impulsive, 
fickle, inconsistent, irresolute, extreme in action, displaying 
only the coarser. emotions and the less refined sentiments, 
careless in deliberation, hasty in' judgment, • incapable of any 
but the crudest reasoning; easily swayed and led and lacking 
in self-consciousness:and confidence. Such crowds gathered 
'everywhere still they exhibited extraordinary sense of disci¬ 
pline and non-violence. It was all due to Gandhiji and'the 
* cause he represented, till men, as they were, could be excited 
to resist and resist till death. ■ What actually the people did 
can be very correctly compared with the pricking of nails or 
teeth by a pigmy facedwith- imminent end of his. life in the 
cruel grip of a giant. = But the Government got the desired 
chance of firing, and fired indiscriminately on the people in the 
cities and villages, without any regard for age or sex. When 
the people retorted by persuing their peaceful demonstrations 
they were faced with still greater severity and strength. Thus 
well-planned and very well organised.violence of the Govern¬ 
ment, was practised on the.unarmed and non-violent people of 
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As legaids llie Communal Auaid the posilion of 
llie Congiess has been clarified If it is yoiii deaiie 
lo discuss this matter, I should like to kno%\ 

As legaids leligious and cultural guaiantee^i, the 
Congiess has given as full as&uiances and guaiantees 
as IS possible If howevei any othei guarantees aie 
consideied necessaiy, they should be mentioned About 
one of the questions which you have lefeiied to in youi 
speeches, the Language question I have wnlten to ■\ou 
pieviouslt and sent you m> brochure 1 tiust tint jon 
agreed uitli it« niain conclusions 

Aie ne going to di«cuss llie«e nnlteis or «ome 
olheiB which I have not mentioned above Then agun 
the Inchgiound of all such discussions mint neces«;Tiil> 
he a ceitam political and economic one—om struggle 
for independence, oiu anti impernlism om mctliod« 
of diiect action whenever nccescaiy, oui anti war polic), 
om attempt to lemove the exploitation of die in 
agianan and labom prohlcnv^, and tlie like T takt 
It tint with the rc oiientntiou of the Minimi I cigiic’- 
policy theie will not he an> great difleieiice legaiding 
this anti niipernlibl hickgoiund 

^ou will forgive me foi repeating niV'-cU in tlie-e 
lellcis and for sajing the «5auie thiiipH over and over 
again I do 'o hecime I am kecniv de-irom of )our 
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appreciating my viewpoint, which I believe is also the 
viewpoint of my colleagues in the Congress. I have no 
desire to take up yoiu* time and to spend my time in 
writing long letters. But my mind demands clarity 
before it can function effectivel)’’ or think in terms of 
any action. Vagueness or an avoidance of real issues 
cannot lead to satisfactory results. It does seem strange 
to me tliat in spite of my repeated requests I am not told 
what issues have to be discussed. 

I understand that Gandhiji has already written to 
you expressing his readiness to have a talk with you. 
I am not now the Congress President and thus have not 
the same representative capacity, but if I can be of any 
help in this matter my services are at the disposal of 
the Congress and I shall gladly meet you and discuss 
these matters with you. 

I Yours sincerely, 

( Sd .) Jaw^aharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru.- 

Dated New Delhi, 17th March, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I have received your letter of the 8th of March, 
1938. Your first letter of the 18th of January, conveyed 
to me that you desire to know the points in dispute for 
7 
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the purpose of promoting Hindu-Muslim unity. When 
in reply I said that the subject-matter cannot be solved 
through coirespondence and it was equally undesirable 
as discussing matters in the press, you in your reply 
of the 4th of February, formulated a catalogue of 
grievances with regard to my supposed criticism of the 
Congress and utterances which are hardly relevant to 
the question for our immediate consideration. You ivenl 
on persisting on the same line and you are still of 
opinion, that those matteis, although not germane to the 
present subject, should be further discussed, rvhich I 
do not propose to do as I have already explained to you 
rn my previous letter. 

Tlie question with rvhicli r\e started, as I understood, 
is of safeguaiding the rights and the interests of the 
Mussalmans witli regard to tlieir religion, culture, 
language, peisonal larvs and political rights in the 
national life, the government and the administiatioii of 
the country. Vaiious suggestions have been made rvhich 
rvill satisfy the Mussalmans and create a sense of secu¬ 
rity and confidence in the majority community. I am 
surprised when say in. your loUcr under reply, But 
uhat are these matters uhich arc geminne. It may he 
that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted ^\ith the 
intricacies of the problem. If <o, I dc*'er\e to be cniight* 
ened. If >ou uill refer me lo any recent statement made 
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liii tlie press -or platform which will help me in imder- 
•.standing, I shall he grateful.” Perhaps you have heard 
.of the Fourteen Points. 

Next, as you say, “ Apart from this much has 
'liappened during tliese past few years which has altered 
-the position.” Yes, I agree with you, and various sug¬ 
gestions have appeared in the.newspapers recently. For 
'instance, if you •will refer to tlie Statesman, dated the 
12th of February, 1938, there appears an article under 
■tlie heading ■“'Through Muslim Eyes ” (copy enclosed 
for your •con'vehience). Next, an article in tlie New 
'Times, dated the 1st of March, 1938, dealing with your 
•pronouncement recently made, I believe, at Haripura 
sessions of the Congress, where you are reported to have 
■^said : 

“ I 'ha've examined tliis so-called communal ques¬ 
tion through the telescope, and if there is nothing 
wliat can you see.” 

'This article in the Neiv Times appeared on the 1st of 
March, 1938, making numerous suggestions (copy en- 
»closed for your‘convenience). Further you must have 
-seen Mr. Aney’s interview where he warned the Con¬ 
gress mentioning some of die points which the Muslim 
League would demand. 

Noav, this is enough to show to you that various 
-.suggestions that have been made, or are likely to be 
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made, or aie expected to be mad^^ will ha\e to be* 
analysed and ultimately I consider it is the duty of e'>evy 
tiue nationalist, to whiche\er party or community he 
may belong to make it his business antf examine the 
situation and bring about a pact belueen the Miissal- 
mans and the Hindus and create a real united fionl; 
and it should be as much >om anxiety and duly as it is 
mine, irrespective of the question of the paily oi the 
community to uhich ue belong. But if you desiie that 
I should collect all the«e suggestions and submit to )oii 
as a pelitionei for >ou and join colleagues to conrider, 
I am afraid I can’t do it nor can I do it forthe puipo^e 
of caiiying on furthei conespondence uith legaid to 
those tanous points uiih you. But if you' still in-isl 
upon that, as you seem to do so when yon say in )our 
letter, “ My mind demands clarity before it can funcliou 
elFeclnel) oi think in teims of any action. VaguenP''S 
or an avoidance of real issues could not lead to ''nli— 
factoij results. It does seem strange to me that in spite 
of m> lepeated reqiiest« I am not told wliat issues have 
to be discussed.’* This is hardly a correct description 
01 a fan representation ; but in that case I would rctjursi 
you to ask the Congre«*' oflicially to communicate with 
me to that elTecl, and I shall place the matter before ll>e 
Council of the All-India Muslim League ; a*^ )ou )ojjr- 
self saj that }oii are “no! the Conprc'-s President and 
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itlius liave nol tlie same represenlalive capacity but if I 
'Can of any help in this matter my services are at the 
-disposal of the Congress and I shall gladly meet you 
.and discuss these matters with you.” As to meeting 
you and discussing matters with you, I need hardly say 
uhat I shall he pleased to do so. 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Extract from the Statesman, New Delhi Edition. 

Dated the 12th Februaiy, 1938.’ 

THROUGH, MUSLIM EYES 
By Ain-el-Mulk 

/ 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru’s Bombay statement of 
January 2 on the Hindu-Moslein question has produced 
hopeful reactions and the stage has been set for a talk 
between the leaders of what, for the sake of convenience, 
may be described as Hindu India and Moslem India. 
AYhether the Jinnali-Jawaharlal talks will produce in 
1938 better results than the Jinnah-Prasad talks did in 
1935 is yet to be seen. Too much optimism would not, 
however, be justified. The Pandit, by way of annotating 
liis Bombay statement while addressing tlie U. P. dele-- 
fgates for Haripura at Lucknow, at the end of January, 
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emphatically asserted that in no case would Congress 
“ give up its principles.” That was not a hopeful state¬ 
ment because any acceptable formula oi pact that may 
be evolved by the leadeis of the Congress and tlie- 
League would, one may guess, involve the acquiescence 
of the Congress in sepaiale electoiales (at least for a 
certain peiiod), coalition ministries, recognition of the 
League as tlie one authoritative and representative orga¬ 
nization of Indian Moslems, modification of its attitude 
on the question of Hindi and its script scrapping of 
Bande Malaram altogelhei, and possibly a redesigning 
of the tii-colour flag or at least agieeing to give tlie flag 
of the League an equal importance. It is possible that 
with a little statesmansliip on holh sides agieemenl can 
be reached on all lhe«ie points without any infringement 
of the principles of eilhei, but the gieatest obstacle to 
a satisfactory solution would still remain,—in the sliape 
of the communalists of the MaUasabha, and the wrccon- 
cilables of Bengal, all of whom arc not of the Maha- 
sabha alone. The right of the Congress to speak, in tlic 
name of Hindus has been openly challenged and even 
the Jinnah-Prasad formula which did not satisfy tlic 
Moslems—and nothing on the lines of wliicli is now 
likely to satisfy them—has been %ehcmcnlly denounced 
by the Bengal Pro\incial Conference !»eld at Vi«!mupur 
Tccently passed no exUemelj communal resolution, and 
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that tlie latest utterances of the Congress President-elect 
on the communal situation generally and the Jinnah- 
Prasad formula in particular show some restraint. The 
only thing for Moslems to do in the circumstances is tO' 
wait and hope for the best, without relaxing their efforts 
to add daily to the strength of the League, for it will 
not do to forget that it is the growing power and repre¬ 
sentative character of tlie Muslim League which has 
compelled Congress leaders to recognize the necessity 
for an understanding with the Moslem community. 

Extract from the New Times, Lahore. 

Dated the 1st March, 1938. 
THE COMMUNAL QUESTION 

In its last session at Haripura, the Indian National 
Congress passed a resolution for assuring minorities of 
their religious and cultural rights. The resolution was 
moved by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and was carried. 
The speech which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru made on 
this occasion was as bad as any speech could be. If 
the resolution has to be judged in the light of that speech, 
then it comes to this that the resolution has been passed 
not in any spirit of seriousness, but merely as a meaning¬ 
less assurance to satisfy tlie foolish minorities who are 
clamouring “ for the satisfaction of the communal prob- 
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lem.” Ml. Jawahailal Nehra proceeded op ll\e basis 
that tliere was leally no communal question. We sliould 
like to leproduce the tienchant manner in ■\Nhich he put 
forward the pioposilion. He said : “ I hare examined 
the so called communal question through the telescope 
and, if theie is nothing, what can you see.” It appears 
to us that It IS the height of dishonesty to move a reso¬ 
lution with these piemises. If tliere is no minority 
question, why pioceed to pass a lesolution ? Why not 
5tale that theie is no minority question. This is not the 
fiist time that Pandit Jarvahailal Nehiu has expressed 
his complete inability to understand or see the communal 
question. When leplying to a statement of Mr. Jinnah, 
he leiteiaied his conviction Uiat in spite of liis best 
endeavoui to undeislaiid what Mi. Jinnah wanted, he 
could not get at what he wanted. He seems to think 
that with the Communal Award which the Congiess has 
■opposed, the seats in the Lcgislatuie hare become 
assured and now nothing remains to be done. He icpents 
the offensive statement that the Communal Awaid is 
merely a problem cieated by the middle or upper classes 
for the sake of a few seals in the Legislature or appoint¬ 
ments in Government service oc for Ministerial posi¬ 
tions. We should like to tell Pandit Jarsaharlal Nelirti 
llial he Ims completely misunderstood tlie position of 
the Muslim minority and il is a matter of iuten'c pain 
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of. August, 1942, and thereafter the work of cotitinued 

from, day to day on an increasing scale till.the number of 
arrests reached over a lakh.by the end of September 42, All 
^Congress and allied organisations were declaimed;unla^tul> 
Their, offices and property were forfeited and • forcibly taken 
possession of. All public meetings .and processior^ 
•ivere prohibited. Strongest . restrictions were placed 
on the- publication of news and - views in • the newspa- 
.pers. Over 90 nationalist newspapers ceased publications 

-and others were publishing news and views only authorised 
by the Government. Mr. S. A. -B.relvi, in his speech_ as the 
Chairman of the 3rd Session of All India Newspapers Editors 
Conference at Madras, summarised this as below . ^ . • 

: -‘‘The Press in India was confronted with a great ciisis 
when' the. Government sought to control, muzzle^and 
humiliate it in. a manner familiarized to us by the Nazis 

and tire Fascists. . ■ • ■ ., , \ 

“A number of newspapers, has been, suppressed .or Irad 
.suspended publication as a result of the new restnctions^or 
the manner in which they, were applied. The^most haimful 
use made of these restrictions was to deny publicity to state¬ 
ments and reports supporting the Indian demand for ireedorn 

and.legitimate.political: activity. ^ 

“Government suppressed all news regarding 
Bhansali’s fast and. imposed draconian restrictions on the 
publication of news and .comments about Gandhiji s last. 
Bhansali was neither a detenu nor a prisoner. Asatiee 
citizen he.was entitled to undertake a fast. . y 

“The most obnoxious feature of the .executive high¬ 
handedness was that the pains and penalties of the B)elence 
of India Rules were requisitioned to prevent the Press even 
from informing the public that it had been gagged. _ 

Curfew Orders were proihulgated in the cities and were 
.observed very cruelly. All attempts of the people, l^ojever, 
peaceful and non-violent, to.take out Vrooesswns^d hold 
public meetings were, strongly and brutally foiled 
.Ld the military. The use of tear-gas, lathi-charges and firings 
was resorted to freely and indiscriminately. The very fii J day 
on 9th August firing was done at Bombay, Ahmedabad and 
Poona. Thereafter the business of firing became the order 
of the day. Most of the big cities, .towns, and even vdlages 
had a taste of firing done indiscriminately and wantonly. All 
these suffocating restrictions and depriving of the 
all their legitimate and peaceful civic rights besides exci 
and provocating treatment of the individual Government 
Officials, particularly of police and the ij^^ary, could mot 
be tolerated by the people lying dowm. All this acted and 
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reacted on the people r-ery strongly. Their 6rsl action . was 
the direct outcome of the general and whole-sale arrests 
which was nothing else but observance of peaceful Hartals 
and attempt to take out peaceful processions and to hold mass 
public meetings. But they were not allowed even to do this 
and were violently and forcibly compelled to desist from 
taking out processions and holding meetings. In the attempts 
of dispersing the non-violent and peaceful crowds of the 
innocent people, who came out to express their feelings on 
the arrests of their leaders, the police knd military used their 

utmost force of violence by resorting to the use of tear-t'as 
free-lathi-charges and firing. At this the people felt compell¬ 
ed and provoked to persist in their attempts with greater 
resistance. Acts of violence on the part of the people were 
the result of the provocation and excitement caused to them 
by the Government. The subsequent incidents shaping like 
the general movement in the country were the "natural and 
^ntaneous outbursts” of the people on the doings Of the 
Government. This contention is proved by the facts which 
are cv^ accepted rather published bv the Government 
Itself. The inference drawn by the Government from the 
tacts and happenings tliat this contention is "countered” is 
absolutely wrMg and does net stand to reason and facts. 

\.n.le the Government took the offensive as against the 
contemplated movement by the Congress and Gandhiji 
following the diaorn and policy that "the most effective 
defence IS to take the offensive first." The people were left 

helcc“ih 'v u'? “S'* definite programme and instructions 
hence they did what struck them feasible and possible at the 
a^nd “’“r"'- They were e.-tcited and provoked 

and IhuE were driven to such acts which tliey would have 
The'srif" '°""'"P'='‘'!d to do in the ordinary circumstances. 
Tedve The cl'T', ""d°'>b"tdly most excited and most 
Ll to^hele ^'•■'."'d from the cities and then it proceed- 

cd to the towns and villages. The conditions and circums- 
mnees, as were created by the sudden oflensive ofThe 

^miHSThS ■ l"''' S""® ®™dar, the reaction was also 
s milar throughout the country. The people's objects of 
attack were the police stations, Rly. Stations and other 
Goternment Ofticcs besides cutting of Telegraph Wires 

^ ^r • ' this W. 1 S done 

u u "" “ ““"b-y-wide scdle, of course 

in Mme parts It was done more widely and intenseli- than 
in the others. But all this was done in a most disorganised and 

liHp. The damage done to the Government property 
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under above heads was almost nominal as compared to 
size and extent of the Country and the excitement in 
the people.* This shows, and clearly proves that there 
were absolutely no preparations, no pre-planning 
and no pre-arrangements. All what was done was 
at the spur of the moment and by the mobs either consisting 
of the villagers or the students. No doubt as the people as 
a whole were tired of the British. rule and its policy in India 
so they desired to paralyse the administration but certainly 
they had kbsolutely no preparation for it arid had no equip¬ 
ment, implements, instruments and armament. They ran 
a different race in a hap-hazard manner as they were provoked 
to do so by the Government and its revolt-exciting and 
blood-boiling policy. It was all done in a blind manner 
with a sheer force of. number, excitement and sentiment but 
certainly not under any well-guided leadership, plan, or 
policy. It was no movement, no strategy, no warfare and 
no organised ' action of any sort, violent or non-violent. It 
was merely the resultant of a "Spontaneous outburst” of 
the suppressed people on a highly exciting provocation and 
shock given by the Government through .their -policy and 
conduct. The responsibility for all this primarily, directly 
and largely rests on the Government of India. . • 

We quote below, the facts and: figures supplied, by the 
Government themselves about their alleged losses by the 
people in the whole of India and throughout the uprising or 
so called disturbances :— : 

Losses of the Government 
: ■ : A—PROPERTY 

I—Railways 

1. Rolling Stock 

2. Track ^ ; ; 

3. Station buildings 

4. AnCilliary Equipment. 

. . - ■ ' , - Rs. 42 lakhs.. ' 

The maximtim 'destruction was done to the; E.l.R. mnd 
B. & N.W.R., the replacement and' reconstruction of the 
former will cost' over Rs. 12. lakhs and of-the latter over 
Rs. 14 lakhs. By the end of December 1942^ 318 Stations 
were attacked, many-were burnt and others were -wholly 
or partially destroyed. There were 59 ^derailments, involv¬ 
ing many passenger trains, "Out of all, 3 were bad cases in 
which 27 persons were killed and 112 injured. Of course 
kll of them were Indian^^^ Besides there \vere late'tj-ains 


Rs. 18 lakhs. 
9 

8 §. 


• 6 | , 
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or no trains at aU'iiptLll November when normal traffic 
was resumed. 

• i[—Post Offices 

895 post offices raided, 57'completely destroyed and 252 
seriously damaged. 

(a) Loss of Cash etc. about Rs. 2 lakhs. 

(b) Loss of furniture etc. 1 


Rs. 3 lakhs. 

Ill—Treasury 

Treasury looted at Ram Tell (C.P.) Rs. S^-lakhs. 

Thus we take in round figures. The actual losses of 
the Government in their own words were of about Rs. 50/* • 
lakhs maximum. . , ' 

LIFE ; . 

I. 53 Government servants were hilled. 

II. As.regards injuries sustained by the Government 
servants, no definite figure is mentioned by the Government. 

Besides the alwve figures following are the salient facts 
as reported by the Government about the activities -of the 
people during this uprising, revolt or disturbance, call it as 
you please 


I-GENERAL 

"A crowd varying from 500 to 10,000 marched upon n 
, ^hitton or a post office ora railway station attacking 
off.cials, destroying records and in many cases setting 
buddings on fire. In quelling riots hundreds of policemen 
suffered injuries from brick-bats and bottles. 

IN BIHAR 

r\ jmssengcr train was stopped at Fatvab by a crowd 
in wlucli two Atr force officers happened to be travelling. 
Tlic crowd promised to spare tlteir life if they surrendered 
Ibeir arms. Tlie officers agreed only to be brutally backed 
to dcatle Tbcir bodies were paraded through the town and 
later throw'n into a river.'* ; 

"In Mongliyr district, villagers surrounded a plane wliich 
liad crashed in a river, offered to row the survivors to 
the bank if they surrendered tlieir arms. Tile victims 
trusted the crowd, who having reduced tliem to defcnce- 
Icssncss, pounced upon tliem; two survivors who jumped 
into the river iverc beaten to death witli latliis. 

Attempts in Bihar cost I’olice Officers tlieir lives at Katra 
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Minapur. Sihghai. kupali and SaVath, and similarly the lives 
of the Sub-Divisional Officer, Sitamari, and his party. 

On August 16, an armed mob of 4,000—about a thousand 
of whom marched in regular formation—attacked the Minapore 
oolice station, seriously wounding- a Sub-Inspector . and 
injuring several constables on duty. The Sub-Inspector was 
beaten and disarmed; tied to a pole and^ throw into a fire 
which was already consuming the station. The -tortured 
. officer crawled' out of the fire, but was beaten with lathis, 
thrown-back into the flames and pinned in the fire with poles 


arid lathis.” • ; , ' ■ \ -o r v ^ 

SimLlcLV horriblG outrage took place -at Rupali police 
station. A mob of 10,000 to 12,000 attacked a station and 
stoned the police staff, including a junior Sub-Inspector and 
the constables ..on duty. Kerosene oil was poured on the . 
police station and -the ^policemen were consigned to 

the flames.” , ' ' ' ‘ 

“An armed mob looted the Silk Institute. • ' , r 

-• ^ “In district :Monghyr, five persons accused of tlieft were 
■produced before a panchayat court which promptly delivered 
juderment. The fingers of- their right hands- were cut off, 
three men -lost an eye each and some were branded witli hot 
irons. In Gaya district, two burglars tried by a self-constituted 
court were condemned to: death and killed on the spot. 

“A pujari of a temple in Bihpur in Bhagalpur district, 
suspected of being a police spy, was done to. death on 

November 30.”’■ • . , -i ; -i 

“Six hundred prisoners mutinied in Bhagalpur Jail on- 
September 4th. ' A deputy superintendent, the carding master 
and a warder lost their lives in this affair and their bodies 
were burnt. Extensive damage was also done to the jail 

factory, which was set on fire,” - ^ tm- . A 

• Mr. Jaglal Chaudhury, who had been a Congress Minister 
from 1937 to 1939, and who was one of Mr. Gandhi’s trusted 
men, ■ personally instigated the burning of a police-station 
in the Saran district and during the attack urged the crowd 
to tie up the Sub-Inspector .in a sack and throw him into the 
river." This same :Minister^made' plans'to resist, troops .with 
spears, lighted^ torches' and boiling oil.. He -has been tried' 
and sentenced to.ten years imprisonment, the sentence.Being 
reviewed and upheld by a Judge of the Patna High Court. 

“There \vas ah attack on the police station of Minapur in 
Muzzaffarpur district on August 16th. by nn armed ^^^ob of 
four or five thousand men. They looted and burnt, the 
police-station, assaulted the officers and constables and buint 
the Sub-Inspector alive. There is rio doubt whatever, that 
these..a.'Gts.^'were iperffstratrid -iiTL';4h^ name df .ilie- ...-dngress. 
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Leading members of the mob were shouting Congress slogans 
and carrying Congress flags. The main accused, whd was 
responsible ior holding the Inspector down in the fire (and 
wlio has been sentenced to death) was seen hoisting a 
Congress flag on the roof of the thana ; this was an exhibit in 
the case. At the conclusion of the judgment in discussing 
he interpretation of section 121 of the Indian Penal Code 
(waging war against the King-Emperor) the Judge observed : 

It IS a matter of common knowledge that the object of the 
recent disturbances and risings tliroughout the country was 
to paralyse the administration and to compel the Government 
to submit to the demands of the Indian National Congress. 

ORISSA 

In Balasora district a body of armed police who had 
gone to make some arrests tliere found tliemselves confronted 
persons, who 'had been 
mobilised by the sounding of conch-sliclls from village tS 
oM.r^ approached. They disobeyed an 

™ “> “Pc" '>re, ultimately 

causing 25 or 26 dttaths and about 50 injuries," " 

Amobofl.OOT killed a forest guard of Jeypore State 
and injured lo other servants and a magistrate." 

CENTRAL PROVINCES 

1 Oh h fob attacked the police station at Ashti 

demanding tiic surrender of the tliana. Tlie police were 
compel ed to open fire in self-defence, but were o?er™wertd 
lien their small stock of ammunition gave out A Sub* 

.‘ir=ere^t'mu^rdt;d""if * 

jratc and leaving the naib-tehsildar nearly dead. Tlie rest- 

“r With"?! rS' 7% in an 

S^*^'^nspector and a constable were 

were ol?p?,v“n"I“ieatt^““ 

with'“p?iice^'Lskets t'd" 
to demb wid ll ; «hs done 

burnrt,hashes." ” "■<= icst-house and 

Nagiw!‘®“’ * '=• '• Inspector’s bungalow at 

•'klftten miles frtlin .NagpUf dn thti Dliandat'a foad, i 
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As far as I can make oul from yonr leltcr and die 
enclosures you liave sent, you wish lo discuss die fol¬ 
lowing nialtcrs : 

1. The Fourteen Points forniulatcd by the Muslim 
League in 1929. 

2. The Congress sliould withdraw all opposition lo 
the Communal Award and sliould not describe 
it as a negation of nationalism. 

3. Tlie share of the Muslims in the Stale services 
should be definitely fixed in the Constitution by 
statutory enactment. 

4. Muslim Personal Law and culture should be 
guaranteed by Statute. 

5. The Congi'ess should lake in hand die agitation 
in connection with the Shahidganj Mosque and 
should use its moral pressure lo enable die 
Muslims to gain possession of the mosque. 

■6. The Muslims’ right lo call Azan and perform 
religious ceremonies should not be fettered in 
any way. 

7. Muslims should have freedom lo perform cow- 
slaughter. 

•8. Muslim majorities in the Provinces, where such 
majorities exist at present, must not be affected 
by any territorial redistribution or adjustments. 
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9 The Bande Mataiam song should he gi\en up 

10 Muslims ^\ant Urdu lo be the national language 
of India and they desire to have statutoiy 
guarantees that the use of Uidu shall not he 
curtailed or damaged 

11 Muslim representation in the local bodies should 
be governed by the piinciples underlying the 
Communal Award, that as separate electoiales 
and population strength 

12 The til colour flag should be changed or, alter 
natively, tlie Hag of tlie Muslim League should 
be gi\en equal importance 

13 Recognition of the Muslim League as the one 
authoritative and lepreseiitalive organization of 
Indian Muslims 

14 Coalition ministries 

It IS further stated that the formula e\ol\ed hy 
you and Babu Rajendra Prasad in 19-15 dots not eatii*fy 
the Muslims now and nothing on tho«t lines will ‘sali^'fy 
them 

It IS added lhai the list gnen abo\e is not a com 
plele list and that it can be augmented by the addition 
of further ‘ demand® ’ Not knowing these possible and 
iinlimitcd additions I can say nothing aliout them But 
I should like to deal with the \ariou' matters specifically 
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mentioned and to indicate what the Congress attitude 
has been in regard to them. 

But before considering them, the political and 
economic background of the free India we are working 
for has to be kept in mind, for ultimately that is the ' 
controlling factpr. Some of these matters do not arise 
in considering an independent India or take a particular 
shape or have little importance. We can discuss them 
in terms of Indian independence or in terms of the 
British dominance of India continuing. The Congress 
naturaly thinks in terms of independence, though it 
adjusts itself occasionally to the pressure of transitional 
and temporary phases. It is thus not interested in 
amendments to the present constitution, but aims at its 
removal and its substitution by a constitution framed 
by the people through a Constituent Assembly. 

Another matter has assumed an urgent and vital 
significance and this is the exceedingly critical interna¬ 
tional situation and the possibility of war. This must 
concern India greatly and affect her struggle for free¬ 
dom. Tliis must therefore be considered tlie governing 
factor of the situation and almost everything else 
becomes of secondaiy importance, for all our efforts 
and petty arguments will be of little avail if tlie very 
foundation is upset. Tlie Congress has clearly and 
repeatedly laid down its policy in the event of such a 


8 
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crisis and stated that it will he no party to imperialist 
war The Congress will very gladly and willingly co¬ 
operate with the Muslim League and all othei organi- 
2 ations and individuals in the furtherance of this policy. 

I have carefully looked thiough the vaiious matteia 
to which you have drawn attention in your letter and 
Its enclosures and I find that theie is nothing in them 
ivhich refers to oi touches the economic demands of 
the masses or affects the all important questions of 
poverty and unemployment For all of us in India 
these are the Mtal issues and unless some solution is 
found for them, we function in vain Tlie question of 
State services, ho^ssoever impoitant and ^sorthy of con* 
sideiation it might be, affects a very small numbei of 
people The peasantry, industrial workers, artisans and 
petty shop keepers form the vast majority of the popu¬ 
lation and they are not impro\ed in any way liy any 
of the demands listed above Tlieir interests should 
be paramount 

Many of the ‘demands’ invohe changes of tlio 
constitution which we are not in a position to bring 
about Even if some such changes arc desirable m 
themselves, it is not our policy to press for minor coii- 
slitutioml clianges. Wc want to do awey completely 
with the present constitution and replace it by another 
for a free India. 
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In tlie same way llie desire for slalulory guarantees 
involves constilutioiial changes which we cannot give 
•effect to. All we can do-is to state diat in a future consti¬ 
tution for a free India Ave want certain guarantees to be 
incorporated. We liave done lliis in regard to religious, 
-cultural, linguistic and otlier rights of minorities in the 
Karachi resolution on Fundamental Rights. We would 
like these fundamental rights to he made a part of tlie 
(Constitution. 

I now deal witli the various matters listed above. 

1. The Foui'teen Points, I had lliought, were some¬ 
what out of date. Many of tlieir provisions have been 
;given effect to by tlie Communal Award and in other 
ways, some olliers are entirely acceptable to the Con¬ 
gress ; yet otliers require constitutional changes which, 
:as I have mentioned above, are beyond our present 
competence. Apart from tlie matters covered by tlie 
'Communal Award and those involving a change in the 
constitution, one or two matters remain which give rise 
to differences of opinion and which are still likely to 
lead to considerable argument. 

2, Tlie Congress has clearly stated its attitude 
towards the Communal Award, and it comes to this that 
It seeks alterations only on the basis of mutual consent 
'of the parties concerned. 1 do not understand how any 
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one can take objection to this attitude and policy. If wo 
are asked to describe the Award as not being anti- 
.national, that would be patently false. Even apart from 
what it gives to various groups, its whole basis and 
structure are anti-national and come in the way of the 
development of national unity. As you know it gives 
an overwhelming and wholly nndesen’ing ^v•eightage 
to the European elements in certain parts of India. If 
we think in terms of an independent India, we cannot 
possibly fit in this Award with it. It is true that under 
stress of circumstances we liave sometimes to accept as 
a temporary measure some thing that is on the face of 
it anti-national. It is also true that in the matters gov¬ 
erned by the Communal Award we can only find a 
satisfactory and abiding solution by llie consent and 
good-will of the parlies concerned. Tlial is the Congress 
policy. 

3. The fixing of the Muslims* share in- tlie State 
services by statutory enoctmcnl necessarily involves the 
fixing of the shares of other groups and communities 
similarly. Tliis would mean a rigid and comparlnicnlnl 
State structure which will impede progress and develop¬ 
ment. At tlic same time it is generally adinillcd that 
State appointments slioiihl lie fairly and adequately 
dislrihuled and no community should have cause to 
complain. It is far better lo do this by convention nnT 
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agreemenl. The Congress is fully alive lo tliis issue 
and desires lo nieet llie wishes of various groups in the 
fullesl measure so as lo give lo all minorily communilies, 
.as slaled in No. 11 of tlie Fourleen Points, “an 
adequate share in all llie services of the Stale and in 
local self-governing bodies having due regard lo the 
requirements of elhciency.'’ The Stale today is becoming 
more and more technical and demands expert knowledge 
in its various departments. It is right that, if a com¬ 
munity is backward in this technical and expert know¬ 
ledge, special efforts should be made lo give it this 
'education lo bring it up lo a higlier level. 

I understand lliat at llie Unity Conference held 
.at Allahabad in 1933 or Uiereabouts, a mutually satis¬ 
factory solution of this question of State services was 
arrived at. 

4. As regards protection of culture tlie Congress 
has declared its willingness to embody this in the 
fundamental laws of the constitution. It has also 
declared that it does not wish to interfere in any way 
with the personal law of any community. 

5. I am considerably surprised at the suggestions 
that the Congress should take in hand die agitation in 
•connection with the Shahidgunj mosque. Tliat is a 
matter to he decided either legally or by mutual agree- 
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ment. The Congress prefers in all such matters the 
way of mutual agreement and its services can always- 
be utilised for this purpose where there is no opening 
for them and a desire to this effect on tlie part of tlie 
parties concerned. I am glad tliat the Premier of tlie- 
Punjab has suggested that this is the only satisfactory 
way to a solution of the problem. 

6. The right to perform religious ceremonies 
should certainly be guaranteed to all communities. Tlie 
Congress resolution about this is quite clear. I know 
nothing about tlie particular incident relating to a 
Punjab village which has been referred to. No doubt 
many instances can be gathered together from various 
parts of India where petty interferences take place ^rilll 
Hindu, Muslim or Sikli ceremonies. Tliese have to he 
tactfully dSalt with wherever lliey arise. But the prin¬ 
ciple is quite clear and should be agreed to. 

7. As regards cow-slaugliter there has been a 
great deal or entirely false and unfounded propaganda 
against the Congress suggesting dial the Congress was 
going to stop it forcibly by legislation. Tlie Congress 
does not wish to undertake any legislative action in this 
matter to restrict tlie established rights of the Muslims. 

8. Tlie question of territorial dislrihiilion ha« not 
arisen in nny way. If any when it arises it must he- 
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dealt with on llie basis of mutual agreement of the 
parties concerned. 

9. Regarding the Bande Mataram song the 
Working Committee issued a long statement in October 
last to M'bicli I Mould invite your attention. First of 
all, it lias to be remembered that no formal national 
anthem has been adopted by the Congress at any time. 
It is true, however, that the Bande Mataram song has 
been intimately associated with Indian nationalism for 
more than thirty years and numerous associations of 
sentiment and sacrifice have gathered round it. Popu¬ 
lar songs are not made to order, nor can they be success¬ 
fully imposed. They grow out of public sentiment. 
During all tliese thirty or more years the Bande Mataram 
song was never considered .as having any religious signi¬ 
ficance and was treated as a national song in praise of 
India. Nor, to my knowledge, was any objection taken 
to it except on political grounds |iy the Government, 
"^^len however some objections were raised, the Work¬ 
ing Committee carefully considered the matter and 
ultimately decided to recommend that certain stanzas, 
which contained certain allegorical references, might 
not be used on national platforms or occasions. The 
two stanzas that have been recommended by the 
Working Committee for use as a national song have not 
a word or a phrase, which can offend anybody from any 
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point of view and I am surprised that any one can object 
to them. They may appeal to some more than 
to otheis. Some may prefer another national song. 
But to compel large numbers of people to give up ^vhat 
they have long valued and grown attached to is to cause 
needless hurt to tliem and injure the national mo\ement 
Itself. It would bo impropei for a national organisa* 
tion to do tins. 

10. About Urdu and Hindi I have prcMously 
written to you and have also sent you my pamphlet on 
“ The question of language ” Tlie Congress has 
declared in favoui of guarantees for languages and 
culture I \sant to encourage all Uie great pioMticial 
languages of India and at the same time to make 
Hindustani, as written both in nagri .md Urdu script^, 
the national language. BoUi scripts sliould be officially 
recognised and the choice should he left to the people 
concerned In fact this policy is being pursued by the 
Congress Ministries. 

11 Tlie Congress has long been of opinion tlial 
joint electorates are preferable to *5cpTrate electorates 
from the point of mcw of national unit) and hamxomous 
CO operation between the difTcront communities. But 
joint electorates, in order lo ha\c real \alne, must not he 
imposed on unwilling groups. ITeiiec tlic Congre—’ is 
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•quite clear llial tlicir introduction should depend on their 
acceptance by tlie people concerned. This is tlie policy 
•that is being pursued by tlie Congress Ministries in regard 
to Local bodies. Recently in a bill dealing with loeal 
bodies introduced in the Bombay Assembly, separate 
electorates Avere maintained but an option was given to 
tlie people concerned to adopt a joint electorate, if they so 
■ebose. This principle seems to be in exact accordance 
witli No. 5 of the Fourteen Points, which lays down 
that “ Representation of communal groups shall con¬ 
tinue to be by means of separate electorate as at jiresent, 
provided tliat it shall he open to any community, at any 
time, to abandon its separate electorate in favour of 
joint electorate.” It surprises me that the Muslim 
League group in the Bombay Assembly should have 
•opposed the Bill with its optional clause although tliis 
•carried out tlie very policy of the Muslim League. 

May I also point out that in tlie resolution passed 
by the Muslim League in 1929, at the time it adopted 
the Fourteen Points, it was stated that “ the Mussalmans 
will not consent to joint electorates unless Sind is 
actually constituted into a separate province and reforms 
In fact are introduced in the N.W.F. Province and 
Baluchistan on the^ same footing as in otlier provinces.” 
Since then Sind has been separated and the N.W.F. 
Trovirice has been placed on a , level with other pro- 
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Vinces. So fai as Baluchistan is concerned the Congiess 
IS committed to a levelling up of this area in the same 
^vay. 

12, The national tn-coloui flag was adopted 
oiiginally in 1929 hy the Congress after full and caieful 
consultation with eminent Muslim, Sikli and othei 
leaders. Obviously a countiy and national movement 
must have a national flag representing tlie nation and 
all communities in it. No communal flag can repiesent 
the nation. If we did not possess a national flag now 
we would have to evolve one. Tlie present National 
Flag had its colours originally selected m order to 
repeie&ent tlie various communities, hut wc did not like 
to lay stress on this communal aspect of colours. 
Aitistically I think tlie combination of oiange, white 
and green has resulted m a flag wlncli is probably the 
most beautiful of all national flags. Foi these many 
jears oui flag lias been used and it has spread to the 
remotest village and bioughl liojic and courage and a 
sense of all India unity to our masses It has been 
associated with gieal sacrifices on the part of our people, 
including Hindus, Muslims and Sikhs, and many ha\c 
sufFered lathi blows and imprisonment and c\cn death 
in defending it from insult or injur>*. Thus a powerful 
sentiment lias grown up in its favour. On innumcralile 
occasions Maulana Mohamed AH, Mnulnna Shaukat 
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Ali and many leaders of the Muslim League today have 
associated themselves with this flag and emphasised its- 
virtues and significance as a symbol of Indian unity. It 
has spread outside the Congress ranks and been gene¬ 
rally recognised as the flag of the nation. It is difficult 
to understand how any one can reasonably object to it 
now. 

Communal flags cannot obviously take its place 
for tliat can only mean a host of flags of various com¬ 
munities being used together and thus emphasising our 
disunity and separateness. Communal flags might be 
used for religious functions but they have no place at 
any national functions or over any public building^ 
meant for various communities. 

May I add that during tlie past few months, on 
several occasions, the National Flag has been insulted 
by some members of volunteers of the Muslim League. 
This has pained us greatly but we have deliberately 
avoided anything in the nature of conflict in order not 
to add to comrnunal bitterness. We have also issued 
stiict orders, and they have been obeyed, that no inter¬ 
ference should take place with tlie Muslim League Flag, 
even though it might be inappropriately displayed. 

13. I do not understand Vvhat is meant by our 
recognition of the Muslim League as the one and only 
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ment. Its responsibility was solely of the Government and 
not of the people. It was all an organised attempt to crush 
the people and crush them'so badly that they'may not be able 
to raise their heads erect or even their voice, however feeble 
it may be, against the British administration in India. 

The fluxof all.theordinances, the.-wide andjstrict appli¬ 
cation of the D-1. Rules, the simultaneous execution of arrest- 
warrants against thousands of Congressmen which were 
prepared and signed much before the message of the'"yuit 
India” resolution by the A. I. C.’ C., at Bombay, and above all, 
the elaborate police and military arrangements’ to' carry out 
all this, at a stroke like a swift-shock of electricity or a feat of 
Magic-show could not be done without full and previous 
preparations. The Congress actually gave out no' programme 
or plan of its intended movement. There were no open or 
secret instructions for carrying out the movement.- It was to 
be developed and devised according to the needs and circums¬ 
tances and more correctly was to be revealed to Gandhiji at 
the proper time. But the Government was not depending -on 
future revelations nor was wailing for the future developmeni 
of the situation. Tliey had a well-decided and carefully chalked 
out and worked-out plan on which they started their' - attack on 
the Congress. ^ • 

Here, we quote below, from a speech of Mr. K. C. Neo-ry 
in Central Assembly, in September, 1942, demanding an 
enquiry into allegations of “excesses committed bythe'police 
and ilie military:— ' 

“I have asked fora Committee of enquiry and I understand 
that the Government are in no mood to concede this derhand. 

I must say that I was not quite unprepared'Tor this altitude 
because already w'c have communiques issued by the Govern¬ 
ments of the Central Provinces and of the United Provinces 
firmly taking their stand on the point and stating-that in the 
case of the Central Provinces Government they have no 
intention of holding -a judicial or any other enquiry into' the 
measures which have so far been taken to restore order and 
that any such measure would only'tend to affect the morale 
of the forces employed to counter the disturbances; I liavc 
already given to the House an idea of the technique which 
they adopt to counter these disturbances. The Central 
1 rovinccs Government have gone one belter. They have 
refused TCrmission to the High Court Bar Association to hold 
a non-ofhcial enquiry in regard to the police excesses which 
they wanted to hold. 

«», of the United Provinces Government, they &ny 

mat n»c morale of die police is high,”—of course. It is high 
as you have already seen from the v’arious instances to which 
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1 have drawn attention of the ; House—the Inspectoi - General 
of Police has given them the, watchword ‘Guard the people’. 
We know how they have been guarding the people, inciden¬ 
tally enriching themselves and, burning down the property 
belonging to people., In order to avoid any possibility of 
misunderstanding the United Provinces communique says that 
the United Provinces Government wishes to make it quite clear 
that no public enquiry. will be held into the incidents arising 
from the disturbances. 

' The only conclusion to which one can conie to from these: 
communiques is that the acts to which 1 have drawn attention 
have been deliberately done, and the same policy has been 
pursued everywhere with the full knpwledge and concurrence 
of these provincial administrations. If anything, these decla¬ 
rations made by the two Provincial Governments are a direct 
encouragement : to the. police and the military to continue 
these outrages, these acts of, vandalism which the police and 
the military have been, perpetrating on innocent- people. If. 
anything,: this is likely, to aggravate the situation beyond, 
measure.' I have no desire at all, to say anything, or ask the 
Government to do anything, which will in any way weaken 
their hands in regard to ;any legitimate, use offeree which 
niay be’required for the purpose of meeting the situation- !But 
Tshquld like to warn the Government ^ that they : have already 
allowed the situation to get out of their hands, and it is high 
time that they sought to control their unruly hordes which , 
were let loose on innocent people.”. ■, . .:i ; , 

^We may also quote below .an extract. froni the speech of 
Mr. N. M.' Joshi in support of Mr. Neogy’s motion 

“I cannot absolve the Government of India' from their 
responsibility for the violerice that has taken .place in, the 
country bn account of the wrong” policy which they followed, 
in arresting the leaders of the Congress. It has appeared' 
from the speeches of the representatives . of Government that 
nothing has happened between the resolution passed by the. 
All-liidia Congress ‘Committee , at Bombay and the wiblehCe 
that has taken place. The Government should have known 
that the arresi of the. readers of the Congress had intervened' 
b’etweeri-the resolution of’the'All-India Congress Committee, 
and the violence. I thought that the' Members of the Govern¬ 
ment of India are honest. They would themselves/admit 
- that the arrest of the Congress leaders, at least to some extent,' 
fed to the violent'protests by the people. . ' ' - , 

:. The point to be considered is :this, that we wa,nt an inquiry , 
into these; excesses... The; Government, of India themselves,. 
^ will not, say that. there, was, no likelihood of excesses.-iThe,; 
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Honourable'Home Member said'4n his 'speech tlie .other 
day that if there were any cases’of excesses'or injustice^ they 
should be brought to the notice of the Provincial Govern- 
rnents or of the military authorities who, -in the opinion of 
the Government of India, would do justice,. We ' do not 
think that either the Provincial Government or the military 
authorities or even the Government of India would do justicei 
The Provincial Governments themselve's ’announced before¬ 
hand that there would be no public enquiry, and by making 
that announcement they gave direct encouragement to-some 
of the excesses committed by the'police and the military. 

I would also say this, that the Government of India by giving 
full freedom to provincial Governments''and to local authori¬ 
ties themselves encouraged the commission of some of the 
excesses which have been described and which have'taken 
place in all parts of the country on many occasions. ' - • 

1 feel, therefore, that the Government of India'should 
accept this challenge by the Assembly for the finding "out of 
the truth. ^ If -the officers of the Government'of India had 
done nothing wrong, the committee will declare them'not 
guilty ; but if they have done wrong, the committee will find 
them guilty, 1 do not know whether the police or military 
officers will be punished or not; but I am afraid that the 
highest authorities responsible for the commission of these 
excesses by the police and military, namely the'Provincial 
Governments of India now escape the consequences of. even 
tlie decision of the Committees against them. ‘ 

Tlie Government opposition to any enquiry into the 
allegations of the miliiary and police excesses itself, is a 
positive and strong prool of the Government responsibility 
Ipr the general repression in the country. 

Rai Bahadur Sri Narain Mehta in his speech on 23rd 
September, in the Council of Slate said :— 

* It is neither a students’ movement nor a Congress 
moycmcnl, nor even a Fifth Column attempt to sabotage 
inoia s war efFort. It is the desperate gesture of a nation 
before whom you have dangled the offer of political freedoni, 
a. nation exasperated beyond the limits of human patience, 
a nation that has seen the anomaly of having to protect a 
Irecdom that it does not enjoy”. 

Mr. Ncogy, in his speech of tlxe 17th Sept, in the Central 
Assembly said :— 

*n»c recent disturbances are to be ascribed to many 
complex factors, all of which are not directly political in 
character and in ignoring the seething discontent provaling 
lor a long time in the country, the Government tverc unwitting* ’ 
ly htlpmg to set the stage for the violent oulbbrsl which Sve 
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have witnessed. The general economic distress which is 
associated with British rule in India has been rapidly increas¬ 
ing of late. The people, a large proportion of whom normally 
in chronic state of semi-starvation, are now faced with a 
shortage of food due to various causes some of which are 
connected with the War. Other commodities which are 
required to meet their frugal needs are getting scarcer, and 
the prices of all articles are steadily soaring higher and higher. 
Medical help,, inadequate in the best of times, is already 
beyond the means of the vast majority of the people. While 
the very physical existence of the people is thus threatened, 
the thoughtless and heartless actions of a callous bureaucracy, 
while carrying out measures of evacuation involving thousands 
of poor and ignorant people, have not certainly helped to 
create a feeling of loyalty to the Government. Complaints 
on this score have been heard for months past.” 

“While the popular feeling has thus been deeply embitter¬ 
ed, the influx of Indian evacuees from ' Burma carrying 
tales of heartless treatment and racial humiliation on an 
unprecedented scale, has set the whole country ringing with 
denunciation of the present Government, 1 have just received 
a printed message from our Honourable colleague. Shaikh 
Rafiuddin Ahmed Siddique, of Chittagong, whose ill-health 
prevents his attendance here to-day, in the course of which he 
states that “the Government are doing absolutely nothing for 
the Indian evacuees who have no hearth and home, no food 
and no clothes. These poor people are^ wandering in 
Chittagong with their children and wives just like nomad 
tribes and begging from door to door. Many of them are still 
daily coming to Chittagong on foot from Burma. Their 
pitiable plight, if you could be shown, must have moved you 
to pity and tears. The differential treatment meted out to 
the Indian evacuees and the apathy of the Government 
towards their cause are highly deplorable. 

“It is against this background of mass discontent and 
disaffection that the decision taken by the All-India Congress 
Committee in sheer desperation, and the untoward repercus¬ 
sions that followed the arrest of Congress leaders, can be 
properly examined. • , 

“During those anxious days when hooliganism was rampant 
in the Imperial City, fearful accounts trickles through despite 
censorship, not merely with reference to the position iii 
Delhi but also in the provinces, and there could be no doubt 
in the mind of any impartial observer that the spiritual 
successors of O’ Dwyer and Dyer, who rule the roost at 
New Delhi, had initiated a reign of terror." 

1C '- 
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or notice issued by a secretary of a Muslim League. 
This contained a list of the so-called misdeeds of the 
U.P. Government. I read this with amazement for there 
was not an item of tiulh in most of the charges. I 
suppose they w’ere garnered fiom the Urdu press. 
Through the press and the platform such charges liave 
been lepeated on numerous occasions and communal 
passions ha\e tlius been roused and bitterness created. 
This has giieved me and I have sought by WTiting to 
you and to Nawah Ismail Khan to find a ^vay of check¬ 
ing this deploiable deterioration of our public life, as 
well as a suier basis for co-operation. That problem 
still faces us and I hope we shall solve it. 

I have mentioned earlier in this letter the critical 
international situation and llie terrible sense of impend¬ 
ing catastroplie that hangs o\cr the world. My mind 
is obsessed with this and I want India to realise it and 
he ready foi all consequences, good or ill, tliat may 
flow from it. In this period of world crisis all of us, 
to whate^er paity or group w'e might belong and wliat- 
ever our differences might he, ha\e tiie primary duty of 
holding together to protect our people from perils that 
might encompass them. Our differences and arguments 
seem trivial when the future of the world and of India 
hangs in the balance. It is in the hope that all of us will 
succeed in Iniilding up this larger unity in our comilr)* 
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llial I liave written to you and otliers repeatedly and 
at length. 

There is one small matter I should like to mention. 
The report of any speech at Haripura, as given in your 
letter and the newspaper article, is not correct. 

We have been corresponding for some time and 
many vague rumours float about as to what we have 
been saying to each other. Anxious inquiries come to 
me and I have no doul3t that similar inquires are 
addresed to you also. I think that we might take the 
public into our confidence now for this is a public matter 
on 'svhich many are interested. I suggest therefore that 
our correspondence might be released to the press. 1 
presume you' will have no objection. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) J.AWAHARLAL NeHRU. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Bombay, 

Dated, April 12, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 6th April, 1938. 
I am extremely obliged to you for informing me that 
you propose to return to Allahabad and shall probably 
be there for the greater part of April and suggesting 


9 
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that, if it would be convenient for me to come theie, 
we could meet, or, if it suits me better to go to Lucknow, 
you will try to go there. I am afraid that it is not 
possible for me owing to my other engagements, hut I 
shall be in Bombay about the end of April and if it 
is convenient to you, I shall be very glad to meet you. 

As to the lest of your lellei, it has been to me a 
most painful reading. It seems to me that you cannot 
even accurately interpret my letter, as you very lionestly 
say that “ your mind is obsessed witli tlie International 
situation and the teirible sense of impending catastrophe 
that hangs over the world ”, so you are tliinking in teniis 
entirely divorced from realities which face us in India. 

I can only expiess my great i egret at your turning and 
twisting what I wrote to you and putting entirely a 
wrong complexion upon the position I have placed 
before you at your request. You have formulated 
certain points in your letter which you father upon me 
to begin with as my proposals. I sent you extracts 
from the press which had recently appeared simply 
because I believed you when >oii repeatedly asserted 
and appealed to me tliat you would he grateful if I 
would refer you to any recent statements made in tiie 
press or platform which would help you in understand* 
ing matters. Tliose are some of the matters which arc 
undoubtedly agitating Muslim India, Imt the que-'tion 
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lio^v to meet tliem and to what extent and hy what means 
.and metliods, is tlie business, as I have said before, of 
every true nationalist to solve. Wlietlier constitutional 
changes are necessary, whetlier ^ve should do it by 
.agreement or conventions and so forth, are matters, 
I thought, were for discussion, but I am extremely 
sorry to find tliat you have in your letter already pro¬ 
nounced your judgment and given yom* decisions on 
.a good many of them with a preamble which negatives 
.any suggestion of discussion which may lead to a settle¬ 
ment, as you start by saying “ I was so much sm’prised 
to see this list as I have no idea that you wanted to 
discuss many of these matters with us ; some of these 
are wholly covered by previous decisions of the Con¬ 
gress, some others are hardly capable of discussion,” 
.and then you proceed to your conclusions having 
formulated the points according to your own notions. 
Your tone and language again display the same arro¬ 
gance and militant spirit as if the Congress is the 
sovereign power and, as an indication, you extend your 
patronage by saying that “ obviously the Muslim League 
is an important communal organisation and we deal 
with it as such, as we have to deal witli all organisations 
and individuals that come within our ken. We do not 
determine the measure, of importance or distinction 
they possess ” and then you mention various other 
•organisations. Here I may add that in my opinion, as 
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I ha\e publicly stated so often, that unless llie Congress 
recognises the Muslim League on a footing of complete 
equality and is prepared as such to negotiate foi a 
Hindu Muslim settlement, ^\e shall have to ivait and 
depend upon our inherent strength nhich iviU “ deter¬ 
mine the measure of impoilance or distinction it 
possesses ” Having legaid to your mentalit) it is 
leally difficult for me to make >ou understand tlie 
position any fuither Of cour«e, as I have said be/oie, 
I do not propose to discuss the vaiious matters, lefeiied 
to by you, b) means of and lluougli correspondence, 
as, in my opinion, that is not tbe ivay to tackle tins 
matter 

With regard to your reference to certain falsehoods 
that have appeared about the Congress irr llie Urdu 
piess, nhich, you sa>, lia\e astounded you, and mill 
legard to the circulai letter referred to about the mis 
deeds of the U P Government, I can express no opinion 
mthoiit investigation, bwl I can give you number of 
falsehoods tliat Inve appeared in llie Congress prcs- 
and in st-ilemenls of Congressmen with regard to llie 
All India Muslim League, some of the leaders, and lho«c 
v\ho are connected vvilli it Similarly I cm give 
instances of reports appearing in the Congress pre-**' and 
speeches of Congressmen which are daily deliberitoh 
misrepresenting and vilifying the I\luslim compo-iimn 
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•of the Bengal, Sind, Punjab, and Assam Governments 
with a view to break tliose Governments, but tliat is 
not tlie subject matter of our correspondence and be¬ 
sides no useful purpose will be served in doing so. 

With regard to your request that our correspon- 
'dence should be released to the press, I have no objec¬ 
tion provided tlie correspondence behveen me and 
Mr. Gandhi is also published simultaneously, as we 
both have referred to him and his correspondence with 
me in ours. You will please therefore obtain the 
permission of Mr. Gandhi to that effect or, if you wish, 
1 will write to him, informing him that you desire to 
Telease tlie correspondence between us to the press and 
T am willing to agree to it provided he agrees that the 
•correspondence between him and myself is also released. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 

Dated, April 16, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of April 12th has just reached me. 

I am exceedingly sorry that anything that I have 
'ivritten to you should have caused you pain. It seenis te 
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be true that we approach public problem from different 
standpoints and inevitably I try to place my view¬ 
point before you and seek to gain your appreciation, 
of it. To say anything that might pain you would defeat 
my own purpose, even apart from its impropriety. At 
the same time I owe it to you and to myself to endeavour 
to place frankly before you how my mind tvorks and. 
what my views are on the subject matter under discus¬ 
sion. Our viewpoints miglit differ, but I do believe- 
that the margin of difference can be lessened by a frank 
approach on either side. I have sought to make this 
approach in all sincerity and ^vitli eveiy desire on my 
part not to say anything that might come in the way. 

In my last letter I dealt ^vith the various points 
mentioned in the extracts you had sent me as I pre¬ 
sumed that, as you had drami my attention to thenv 
they might to a large extent represent wliat you hacT 
in mind. As you know I have been trying to gel at 
these points of difference and when I saw something 
concrete I wanted to give my reaction to it. I tried to- 
state what the Congress opinion has been in regard to 
them. There is no finality in day to day politics, 
although certain principles are supposed to govern 
policies. It is for tlic Congress, if it so chooses, to 
war>' any policy. All I can do is to state what the past 
and present policj* is. 
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I regret tliat you tliink that I write in an arrogant 
and militant spirit and as if I considered the Congress 
as tlie sovereign power. I am painfully conscious of 
the fact that the Congress is not a sovereign power and 
diat it is circumscribed in a hundred ways and further 
that it may have to go through tlie wilderness many a 
time again before it acliieves its objective. You liave 
referred to my obsession with Uie international situation 
and the sense of impending catastrophe tliat possesses 
me. If I feel tliat way, as I do, I can hardly grow 
complacent or imagine tliat the Congress is sovereign. 
But when I discuss Congres policies, as a Congressman 
I can only repeat what these are and not bring in my 
own particular view on the subject, if tliese happen to 
be at variance with Congress resolutions. 

You point out to me that tlie Congress press lias 
contained numerous falsehoods in regard to the Mus¬ 
lim League and some of its leaders, as well as the 
provincial governments of Bengal, Punjab, Sind and 
Assam. I entirely agree with you that falsehoods, 
misrepresentations and insinuations are to be deprecated 
and countered wherever they might occur, in the Urdu, 
Hindi or English press, or whatever the political 
complexion of the newspaper. There is no such thing 
as the Congress press over which the Congress has 
control, but it is true that many newspapers generally 
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the fact that the Congress is not a sovereign power and 
tliat it is circumscribed in a hundred ways and further 
tliat it may have to go through the wilderness many a 
time again before it achieves its objective. You have 
referred to my obsession with tlie international situation 
and the sense of impending catastrophe that possesses 
me. If I feel dial way, as I do, I can hardly grow 
complacent or imagine that the Congress is sovereign. 
But ■when I discuss Congres policies, as a Congressman 
I can only repeat what these are and not bring in my 
own particular view on the subject, if these happen to 
be at variance with Congress resolutions. 

You point out to me that die Congress press has 
contained numerous falsehoods in regard to the Mus¬ 
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misrepresentations and insinuations are to be deprecated 
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Hindi or English press, or whatever the political 
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as the Congress press over which the Congress has 
control, but it is true that many newspapers generally 
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suppou the Congress. But ■whether we can influence 
them or not, we certainly want to stop all such fal&e 
and misleading statements and to express oui dis¬ 
approval of them. In this mattei I can only heg to you 
to point out specific instances so that ive might fake 
necessaiy action. 

I note that you say about the publication of oni 
coirespondence I have not got witJi me copies of youi 
coirespondence wnth Mahatma Gandhi. I am theiefoie 
wilting to him to seek his permission as suggested by 
you. 


I am afraid it will haidlv be possible for me fo 
visit Bombay in April or May. Early in June 1 intend 
sailing for Europe. In case I go to Bombay eailiei 
I shall inform you so that we might Iiave the oppoi- 
tunity of meeting. I understand that you will be meeting 
Mahatma Gandhi in tlie near future. 


Yours sincerclj, 
(5(/.) jAUAnARr.AL Nehru. 

Press statement i^^sued bj Mr. M A. Jiniiah, 
President of the AIMndia Muslim League wlnle releas¬ 
ing the correspondence lietwccn him and Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru. 
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Moiuil Pleasaiil Ivoatl, 
Malabar Hill. Punibay. 

January 7, 1910. 

I rrpn'l In find tiiat Pandit Jawafiarlal N<'iini, 
■during: ))i> rrrrnt tnnr in tin* Punjab and clscwliere. has 
tboufibt fit attack nu* in a manner unworthy (»f any 
re<])onsibb* loader. Ib? aecnses me of IxMiiii l>ent upon 
the pre^ervatioji of British domination ovei' liulia whieh 
I can only eliarae.terise as not only unwarranted. I)nt 
mean. The reasons for refiisii)" to l•ontinne Ids 
talk< with me, as given by him. far from corree.t. arc 
misleading and unfair. 

I would not further comment upon his reckless 
and irrcsj)onsiblc pronouncements, but I shall rest 
■content with releasing the correspondence between us 
•on Uic subject. This will show the true reasons for his 
refusing to proceed further in llic mallei-, and I leave 
it to the public to judge the impossible altitude that is 
being taken up by him and the Congress. 

From Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Anand Bhawan, 
Allahabad, December 1, 1939. 

"My dear Jinnah, 

"^Hien we met last in Dellu, it was agreed that we 
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should meet again to discuss various aspects of the 
communal problem You told me that on your return: 
to Bombay you ivould Ainte to me suggesting some date 
for such a meeting I have been looking fonvard to* 
your letter since then I hope that whenever it is 
convenient for you to fix date you mil kindly let me 
know 

Sir Stafford Cnpps is coming to India soon and 
is likely to spend two or three weeks in this country 
He IS on his way to China I do not >et exactly know 
when he will reach here, but probably he will come in 
about a week’s time During his brief stay m India he 
would like to meet jou if that is possible I do not 
know his piogramme at all, nor do I know what cities 
lie intends visiting But I take it that be will go to 
Bombay Could >ou kindly let me knois if >ou arc 
likely to be in Bombay about the third week of this 
month or later ^ Tins information might help him to 
airange his programme He is coming bj air and will 
land in Allahabad 


Yours sinccrel}, 
(Sd) Jawaharlal Nehru. 
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From Mr. M. A. Jinnali to Pandit Jawaharlal 
Neliru. > 

Mount Pleasant Road,. 
Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 

4th December 1939.. 

My dear Jawaliar, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 1st December,, 
and thank you for it. As at present advised I hope to- 
be in Bombay for the next two or three weeks, and if 
it is conveni^ent to you I sliall be very glad to see you 
and fix up any date that may suit you. Please, therefore,, 
let me know what date and time will suit you. 

As regards Sir Stafford Cripps, I received a letter 
from him, and I have already replied to him c/o your 
address as directed by him, and as I have already stated 
I shall be here in Bombay and as he is arriving at. 
Allahabad on the 8th, as I understand from his letter, 
I shall be very glad to see him when he is in Bombay. 
On hearing from him I shall fix up also the date and' 
time that may suit him. 


Yours sincerely, . 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH.- 
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Fiom Pandit Jawaharlal Nehni to Mi M A 
Jinnah v 

Anand Blia^van, 
Allahabad, Decembei 9, 1939 

My Deal Jinnah, 

Two days ago I sent you a lettei infoiming you 
that I intended going to Bombay soon and hoped to 
meet you theie Yesleiday morning I lead in die ne\va 
papers youi statement fixing Decembei 22nd as a day 
of dehveiance and thanksgiving as a imik of lelief tint 
the Congress Governments have at last ceased to func¬ 
tion I have lead tins statement very caiefuU> moie 
than once and have given twenty foui Jiouis thought to 
the matter It is not for me, in diis letter, to enter into 
any controversy about facts or impiessions or con 
elusions You knoiv my views about these, formed, I 
hope, in all earnestness and with all desire to find the 
trudi It may he that I am mistaken, but I ln\e sought 
■more light and that light has not come 

But -what Ins oppressed me terribly since yesterdiy 
is the realisation that our sense of values and objectives 
in life and politics differs so very greatly I bad boped, 
aftei 0111 coinersations, that this v\as not «o great, but 
nou tile gulf appears to be voider tinn evci. Under 
these ciiainislances, I uonder v\hnl purpose uill he 
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served by our discussing with each oilier the problems- 
dial confront us. Tliere must be some common ground 
for discussion, some common objeclive aimed al, for 
dial discussion lo yield fruit. I think. I owe it to you 
as well as lo myself lo pul this difliculty before you. 

You were good enough to show me in Delhi a letter 
you had received from Bijnor. I enquired into the 
matter and am informed that the version of facts given 
lo you is not correct and is wlioll}’’ misleading. If you 
would care to have an explanation of what happened, 
I could obtain it for you from Bijnor. For this purpose, 
I would like lo have a copy of the letter you sho^ved me 
in Delhi. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Pandit Jihwaharlal 
Nehru. 

Mount Pleasant Road,. 

Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 

13th December 1939.. 

Dear Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 19th December.. 
I did not know where to address my reply to yon 
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as your movements were reported in the press to be 
uncertain. The latest announcement is that >ou aie 
arriving in Bombay on the 14lh of December and I am 
tlierefore sending this leltei to your Bombay addiess 
I quite agree with you that “ theie must be some com¬ 
mon ground for discussion, some common objective 
aimed at for that discussion to yield fruit ” , that is 
tlie very reason why I made it clear m our conversations 
at Delhi in October la«t to Mr. Gandhi and yourself. 
First, that so long as the Congress is not prepared to 
treat the Muslim League as the autlioiitative and le- 
piesentative organisation of the Mussalmans of India, 
It was not possible to carry on talks regarding the Hindu* 
Muslim settlement as that was the basis laid down by 
the uoiking committee of the All India Mu'^lim League, 
and second, that cannot endoise tlie Congress demand 
for the declaration as laid down in the resolution of 
the Working Committee confirmed by tlie All nldia 
Congress Committee of lOlh October 1939, apait from 
tbe nebulous and impracticable cliqractei of it, till v\e 
reach an agreement with regard to tlie minority problem. 
Tlie Muslim League was also not sitified vMlli the 
declaration made by tbe Viceroy. If happily vnc could 
«etlle tlie Hindu Muslim question, then we would be in 
a position to evolve an agreed formula for a demand of 
declaration by Hia Majesty's Government tliat would 
satisfy us , neither tlie first nor the second ^uggC'-tion of 
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mine acceptable to Mr. Gandhi or to yourself at 
Delhi, hut you ncre pond enouph to yoiir uaVli 

that you Mould like to meet me apain and I said that I 
M'ould he ahvays plad to see you. In reply to your letter 
of the Isl Deceinher expressinp your nish to ‘•ee me in 
Bombay. 1 informed you that I shall he. in Bombay 
till the 3rd week of Decemher and I shall he plad to 
,<cc you. and I can only say that if you desire to discuss 
the matter further 1 am at your disj)osal. 

A.S repards your reference to the Bijnoi- incident 
I am .‘iure that you M'ill agree with me that it lecpiircs 
a ihorouph judicial examination and ciujuiry before 
any conclusion can he arrived at, and it is liardly wortli 
our while to deal with one instance, for in my judgment 
the whole working of the constitution and our charges 
against tlic Congress Government must be thoroughly 
examined by a Royal Commission. 


Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 


Pandit Ja-waharlal Nehni, c/o Mr. Hathi Singh, 
Sakina Mansion, 

Carmichael Road, 

BOMBAY. 
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From Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M A. 
Jinnah. 


Mv dear Jinnah, 


Sakina Mansion, 
Carmichael Road, 
Bomba\. 

December 14, 1939 


Thank you for your letter of the 13th December 
which was delivered to me in the forenoon todaj on 
my arrival here I sent you my last letter from Allaha* 
bad after reading and giving full thought to >oiir state 
ment about the celebration of “a day of deluerance 
and thanksgiving ” by the Muslims Tins statement liad 
distiessed me greall) as it made me realjee that the 
gulf that sepaiated us in our approach to public 
problems ^^as very great In view of tins fundamenlil 
difference, I ^vondered what common ground there ivas 
for discussion and I pul m> difiicnit) before >ou Tint 
difficulty remains 


In joui letter you have emphasized tno other 
preliminary conditions before any common ground for 
discussion can arise Tlie first is that tJie Congre-^s 
must Heat the Muriim League as the aulhonlalive and 
rep^e^entatl^e organisation of Uic Mussalmans of India. 
The Congress has ah>a>s considered the Lengiie as a vci> 
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important and influential organisation of llie Muslims 
and it is because of this that we have been eager to 
settle any differences lliat may exist between us. But 
presumably what you suggest is something more and 
involves some kind of repudiation by us or dissociation 
from otlier Muslims "svlio are not in the League, who 
have been and are our closest colleagues. There are, 
as you know, a large numl3er of Muslims in the Congress, 
who have been and are our closest colleagues. There are 
Muslim organisations like tlie Jamial-ul-'Ulema, the 
Albindia Shia Conference, tlie Majlis-e-Ahrar, the All- 
India Momin Conference, etc., apart from trade unions 
and peasant unions which have many Muslims as their 
members. As a general rule, many of these organisa¬ 
tions and individuals have adopted tlie same political 
platform as we have done in the Congress. We cannot 
possibly dissociate ourselves from them or disown them 
in any way. 

You have rightly pointed out on many occasions 
that the Congress does not represent every body in India. 
Of course not. It does not represent those who disagree 
with it, whether they are Muslims or Hindus. In the 
ultiniate analysis it represents its members and 
sympathisers. So also the Muslim League, as any other 
organisation, represents its own members and sympa¬ 
thisers. But there is this vital difference that while 
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the Congress constitutionally has its membership open 
to all who subscribe to its objective and methods, the 
Muslim League is only open to' Muslims. Tims the 
Congress constitutionally has a national basis and it 
cannot give that up without putting an end to its exis¬ 
tence. There are many Hindus, as you know, in tlie 
Hindu Mahasabha wiio oppose the idea of The Congress 
represnting the Hindus as such. Then there are the 
Sikhs and others who claim that they should be heard 
when communal matters are considered. 

I am afraid therefore that if your desire is that 
we should consider the League as the sole organisation 
representing the Muslims to the exclusion of all others, 
we are wholly unable to accede to it. It would be 
equally at variance with facts if we made a similar 
claim for the Congress, in spile of the vastness of the 
Congress organisation. But I would venture to say tliat 
such questions do not arise when two organisations deal 
with each other and consider problems of mutual 
interest. 

Your second point is that the Muslim League 
cannot endorse the Congress demand for a declaration 
from the British Govenimenl. I regret to learn tliis for 
tliis means that, apart from communal questions, wc 
differ entirely on purely political grounds. The Con¬ 
gress demand is essentially for a declaration of war aims 
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and more especially for a declaration of Indian inde¬ 
pendence and tlie right of tlie Indian people to frame 
their own constitution 'without external interference. If 
the Muslim League does not agree to this, this means 
that our political objectives are ■wholly dissimilar. The 
Congress demand is not new. It is inherent in article 
one of die Congress and all our policy for many years 
past has been based on it. It is inconceivable to me 
hoiv the Congress can give it up or even vary it. Per¬ 
sonally I ivould be entirely opposed to any attempt at 
variation. But this is not a personal matter. There is 
a resolution of the All-India Congress Committee, en¬ 
dorsed by a thousand meetings all over India, and I am 
powerless to ignore it. 

It thus seems that politically we have no common 
ground and that our objectives are different. That in 
itself makes discussion difficult and fruitless. What led 
me to write my last letter to you also remains the 
propspect of a celebration of a day of deliverance by 
the Muslims as suggested by you. That raises very vital 
and far-reaching issues, in which I need not go now, 
but which must influence all of us. That approach to 
the communal problem cannot be reconciled with an 
' attempt to solve it. 

I feel therefore that it will serve little purpose for 
us to meet at this stage and under these conditions with 
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this background I should like to assure you ho^vever 
that we are always prepared to have free and frank 
discussions of tlie communal or other problems as 
between the Congress and the League 

I note what you say about the Bijnor incident It 
has been our misfortune that charges are made in a 
one sided way and they are never inquired into oi dis 
posed of You will appreciate that it is veiy easy to 
make complaints and very unsafe to lely upon them 
^vithout due inquiry. 

Youis smcerelj, 
{Sd ) JAWAHARL4L NeIIRU 

M A Jinnah Esq, 

Mount Pleasant Road, 

Malabar Hill, 

BOMBAY 

Letter from Mr M A Jinmli to Pandit Jaivnhar- 
lal Nehru 

Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
December 15, 1939 
Bomba), 

Dear Ja\vaharHl, 

I am in receipt of >our letter of the l-ltli Dcccmlier 
1939 and I am sorrj to sa, that you liaic not nppre 
elated niy position rvith regard to tlic second point I 



WITH IMR. JINNAH 


149 


did not say that Muslim League cannot endorse the 
Congress demand for a declaration from British Gov¬ 
ernment. ^^^lat I have said was tliat we cannot endorse 
the Congress demand for the declaration as laid doivn 
in the resolution of the working committee and confirmed 
by the All-India Congress Committee of the 10th Octo¬ 
ber 1939 for the reasons I have already specified in 
my letter. 

If tliis resolution of the Congress cannot be modi¬ 
fied in any way and as you say tliat personally you 
would be entirely opposed to any attempt at variation 
of it and as you make it clear tliat you are wholly un¬ 
able to treat with the Muslim League as the authoritative 
and representative organisation of the Mussalmans of 
India, may I know in tliese circumstances what do you 
expect or wish me to do. 

Yours sincerely, 
(SfZ.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Bombay, December 16, 1939. 

My Dear Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of December 15th. 

I realise the difference you have pointed out. Of 
course the Muslim League cannot oppose the idea of 
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any declaration. What the Congress had asked for 
was an enunciation of war aims and a recognition of 
India’s independence and the right of her people to 
frame their constitution, a right tliat must necessarily 
he inherent in independence. All these are basic prin¬ 
ciples which flow from our objective of independence, 
and as the Muslim League has tlie same declared objec¬ 
tive, there should be no difference of opinion about 
them. In the application of these principles many im¬ 
portant matters will no doubt have l(^ be considered. 
But so far as the basic demands are concerned, they are 
of the very essence of Indian nationalism. To give 
them up or to vary them materially is to knock domi 
our case for independence. 

In regard to the war also tlie Congress has 
repeatedly declared its policy during the last eleven 
years. The present declaration is a logical outcome of 
that policy. I have personally liad some share in 
shaping this policy and I have attaclicd importance 
to it. You will appreciate that it is exceedingly 
difTiciill, apart from tlie question of desirabilit)', to 
vary such long-establislicd and fundamental policies. 
These policies are political in their essence and, I would 
venture to say, are the only policies wliicli flow from a 
demand for Indian freedom. Details may he considered 
and discussed, their application should he worked out 
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in mutual co-operation and, in particular, the interests 
of various groups and minorities should be considered 
carefully and protected. But to challenge the very basis 
of that declaration is to demonstrate that there is a great 
diflference in political outlook and policies. This, as 
such, has nothing to do with the Hindu-Muslim problem. 
It is because of this that I feel that there is little in 
common in our political objectives. 

May I say again that no one on our behalf, so 
far as I know, challenges or minimises the authority, 
influence and importance of the Muslim League. It is 
for this reason that we have been eager to discuss 
matters with it and to arrive at a satisfactory solution 
of the problems that confront us. Unfortunately we never 
seem to reach even the proper discussion of these prob¬ 
lems as various hurdles and obstructions, in the shape 
of conditions precedent, come in our way. These con¬ 
ditions precedent, as I have ventured to point out to 
you, have far-reaching significance. I do not know 
why they should be allowed to obstruct all progress or 
prevent us from considering these problems. It should 
not be difficult to remove these hurdles and come to 
grips with the subject itself. But as these hurdles 
continue and otliers are added to them, I am compelled 
to think that tlie real difficulty is the diflference in 
political outlook and objectives. 
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At the present moment, the decision to have an 
all India demonstration on December 22nd has added 
a psychological barrier which effectively prevents 
mutual approach and discussion. I regret this exceed¬ 
ingly and have earnestly wished tliat you ^v'ould see 
your way to remove this barrier which is leading and 
can only lead to ill-will. I still hope that you may 
be able to do so. 

I do wish to assure you that for my part I do not 
want to leave any stone unturned which can lead to 
mutual understanding and settlement. But you will 
not have me, as I do not want to have you, leave integrity 
of mind and purpose in pursuit of anytliing. Nothing 
wortliwhile can be gained that way. I have deep 
political convictions and I have laboured in accordance 
with them these many years. I cannot leave them at 
any time, much less now when llie world is in the 
throes of a terrific crisis. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd) Jawaiiarlal NEitnu. 

M. A. Jinnah Esq., 

Mount Yleasant Road, 

Malabar Hill, 

Bombay. 
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Correspondence between Mr. Sublias Chandra 
Bose, tlie then President of the Congress and Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah, die President of the All-India Muslim League. 

Copy of die note handed over by Mr. Bose to 
Mr. Jinnah. 

1938 

In die course of the talks between the Congress 
President and Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President of the All 
India Muslim League, Mr. Jinnah suggested that any 
agreement that might be arrived at should be based on 
a clear understanding of the position of the Congress 
and that of the Muslim League. He proposed that the 
conversation should proceed on the following basis :— 

“ The All-India Muslim League as the authoritative 
and the representative organisation of the Indian Mus¬ 
lims, and the Congress as the authoritative organisation 
of the solid body of Hindu opinion, have hereby agreed 
to the following terms by way of a pact between the two 
major communities and as a settlement of the Hindu- 
Muslim question.” 

After further consideration a somewhat different 
wording was suggested by him as follows :— 

“ The Congress and the All India Muslim League 
as the authoritative and representative organisation of 
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the Mussalmans of India have heieby agieed to the 
following terms of a Hindu-Muslim settlement by way 
of a pact ” 

The second statement, though shortei, apparently 
embodies the same idea which is given in the first, that 
IS, that the Congress should represent the Hindus and 
the Muslim League the Mussalmans. 

The Congress cannot possibly consider itself or 
function as if it represented one community only, even 
though tliat might be the majority community in India. 
Its doors must inevitably be open to all communities 
and it must welcome all Indians who agree willi its 
geneial policy and methods It cannot accept the posi* 
tion of representing one community and thus itself 
becoming a communal organi^^alion At the same time 
the Congress is perfectly willing to confer and co operate 
with other organisations which repiesent minority 
interests 

It is obvious that the Mussalmans of Indn, tliougli 
a minority in the whole country, foim a very consider¬ 
able part of the population and their wishes and dc&rres 
must he considered in any scheme affecting India It 
is also tnie tliat the All India Muslim League is an 
organisation rcpre«enting a large hod> of Muslim 
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opinion wliicli must cany weight. It is for tliis reason 
that the Congress has endeavoured to understand the 
view-point of tlie League and to come to an understand¬ 
ing with it. The Congress, however, would he hound 
to consult other existing Muslim organisations which 
have co-operated witli tlie Congress in tlie past. Further 
in tlie event of other group or minority interests being 
involved it will be necessary to consult representatives 
of such interests. 


Letter from Mr. Bose to Mr. Jinnah. 

Bombay, May 15, 1938. 


Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Last night I gave you a note explaining our posi¬ 
tion. You asked me what constructive proposals we 
had to make. I think the note is self-explanatory. 
Having made known tlie Congress reaction to your 
suggestion, according to us, it remains now to proceed 
to the next stage namely appointment of respective 
committees which will jointly settle the terms of 

understanding. 

\ 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) SuBHAs C. Bose. 
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Letter from Mr. Jitmah to Mr. Bose. 

Bombay, 16lh May, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I acknowledge the receipt of a note you handed 
over to me on behalf of the Congress on the 14th, and 
also I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
dated 15th of May, 1938. The matter will be placed 
before the Executive Council and the Working Com¬ 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League at a meeting to be 
called in the first week of June, and I will communicate 
to you the decision as soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAir- 

Letter from Mr, M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Bombay, 5th June, 1938, 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I am enclosing herewith unanimous opinion of the 
Executive Council of the All India Muslim League as 
promised by me in my letter dated tlie 16tb of May with 
reference to tlie note given to me by you on behalf of 
the Congress and your letter of the 15th of May 1938. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 
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Resolution No. 1— 

The Executive Council of the All India Muslim 
League has considered the note handed over by the 
President Mr. S. Bose on behalf of the Congress to 
Mr. Jinnah the President of the All-India Muslim League 
on the 14th May and his letter of tlie 15tli May 1938 and 
find that it is not possible for the All-India Muslim 
League to treat or negotiate with the Congress the 
question of Hindu-Muslim settlement except on thfe basis 
that tlie Muslim League is the authoritative and represen¬ 
tative organisation of the Mussalmans of India. 

Resolution No. 2 — 

The Council have also considered the letter -of Mr. 
Gandhi dated the 22nd May 1938 and are of opinion 
that it is not desirable to include any Muslim in the 
personnel of the proposed Committee that, may be 
appointed by the Congress. 

Resolution No. 3— 

The Executive Council wish to make it clear that 
it is die declared policy of the All India Muslim League 
that all other minorities should have their rights and 
interest safe-guarded so as to create a sense of security 
amongst them and win their confidence and the All 
India Muslim League will consult the representatives of 
such minorities and any other interest as may be 
involved, when necessary. 
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Letter from Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr M A 
Jinnah 

Wardha, 25th July, 1938 

Dear Mr Jinnah, 

The Working Committee has given all the attention 
It was possible for it to give to the resolutions of the 
Muslim League you were good enough to enclose ^villi 
your letter of the 5th June 1938 Tlie first resolution 
of the League Council defines the status of the League 
If it means that, before we proceed to set up a machiner) 
for considering t!ie terms of settlement of tlie communal 
question, the Congress should recognise the status as 
defined in that resolution, there is an obvious difficultj 
Though the resolution does not use the adjective * only 
the language of the resolution means lliat the adjecti\e 
IS understood Alieady the Working Committee Ins 
received warnings against recognising the exclusi\e 
status of the League There are Muslim organisations 
which have been functioning independently of the 
Muslim League Some of them aie stauncli supporter^ 
of the Congress Moreover, there are indiMdual 
Muslims wlio are Congres'^man, some of asliom exercnc 
no inconsiderable influence in ihc countr> Then there 
IS the Frontier Province winch is oaenvlicInungU 
Muslim and whicli is ‘^olidl) with the Congress You 
will -see that in the face of the**c known facts it is not 
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only impossible, but improper loi- ibe Congress to make 
the admission wbicli llie first resolution of the League 
Council apparently desires the Congress to make. It 
is suggested that the status of organisations does not 
accrue to them by any defining of it. It comes through 
the service to M-hich a particular organisation has dedi¬ 
cated itself. The Working Committee therefore hopes 
that the League Council will not ask the Congress to 
■do the impossible. Is it not enough that the Congress 
is not only willing hut eager to establish die friendliest 
relations with the League and to come to an honourable 
understanding over the much vexed Hindu-Muslim 
•question ? 

At this stage it may perhaps be as well to state 
the Congress claim. Tliough it is admitted tlial the 
largest number of persons to be found on the numerous 
Congress i-egisters are Hindus, the Congress has a fairly 
large number of Muslims and members of other com¬ 
munities professing different faiths. It has been an 
unbroken tradition with the Congress to represent all 
communities, all races, and all classes to whom India 
is tlieir home. From its inception it has often had dis¬ 
tinguished Muslims as Presidents and as General 
Secretaries who enjoyed the confidence of the Congress 
and of the country. The Congress tradition is that 
though a Congressman does not cease to belong to the 
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Faith in which he is hom and bred up, no one comes 
to the Congress by virtue of his faith ; he is in and of 
the Congress by virtue of his endorsement of the political, 
principles and policy of the Congress. The Congress 
therefore is in no sense a communal organisation. In 
fact it has always fought the communal spirit because 
it is detrimental to the growth of pure and undefiled 
nationalism. But whilst the Congress makes this claim, 
and has sought, with more or less success, to live up to 
the claim, the Working Committee asks for no recogni- 
tion from the League Council. The Committee would 
be glad if your Council would come to an understanding 
with the Congress in order that we might achieve national 
solidarity and whole-heartedly work for realising our 
common destiny. 

As to the second xesolulion of llie Council, I am- 
afraid that it is not possible for the Working Committee 
to conform to the desire expressed therein. 

The third resolution, the Working Committee is 
unable to understand. So far as the Working Committee 
is aware, the Muslim League is purely a communal 
organisation, in the sense that it seeks to serve Muslim 
interests and its membership too is open only to Muslims. 
Tlie Working Committee also has all along understood 
that so far as the League is concerned, it desires, and 
rightly, a settlement with the Congress on the Hindu- 
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Muslim question and not on questions affecting all 
minorities. So far as tlie Congress is concerned, if the 
otlier minorities have a grievance against the Congress, 
it is always ready to deal with them as it is its bounden 
duty to do, being by its very constitution and organisa¬ 
tion representative of all India without distinction of 
caste or creed. 

In view of tlie foregoing I hope that it will be 
possible for us to take up the next stage in our negotia¬ 
tions for reaching settlement. 

. It is suggested tliat as the previous correspondence 
has already been published, it would be wise to take 
the public into confidence and publish the subsequent 
correspondence between us. If you are agreeable these 
documents will be immediately released for publication. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) SuBHAS C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. S. Bose. 

Dated 2nd August, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I placed your letter dated the 25th of July 1938 
before the meeting of the Executive Council of the All 
India Muslim League. 

The Executive Council gave its earnest attention 
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and careful consideration to the arguments which were 
argued in your letter for persuading it not to claim the 
status It has done in its resolution No 1 already com 
municated to you I am desired to state that in defining 
the status the Council was not actuated by any motive of 
securing an admission, but had merely stated an 
accepted fact 

The Council is fully convinced that the Muslim 
League is tlie only aulliorilalive and representative 
political organisation of the Mussalmans of India TIiis 
position was accepted when the Congies» League Pact 
was arnved at m 1916 at Lucknow and ever since, till 
1935 ivhen Jinnah Rajendra Prashnd conversation took 
place. It has not been questioned The All India 
Muslim League, therefore, does not require any admis 
Sion oi recognition from tlie Congiess and not did the 
resolution of the Executive Council passed at Bomba> 
But in view of the fact that the position—in fact the ^ery 
existence—of tlie League had been questioned by Pandit 
Jaivainrial Nehru, tlie President of the Congress, in 
one of his statements wherein lie asserted that tlieie 
were only two parlies in the country vi7 llie Bntisli 
Government and the Congress, it was considered ncccs* 
sary by tlie Executiie Council to inform the Congress 
of the basis on which llie negotiations heluccn the tuo 
organisations could proceed 
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Besides, tlie very fact tlial the Congress approached 
the Muslim League. to enter into negotiations for a 
settlement of the Hindu-Muslim question it presupposed 
the authoritative and representative character of the 
League and as such its right to come to an agreement 
on behalf of tlie Mussalmans of India. 

The Council are aware of the fact that there is a 
Congress coalition government in N.W.F.P. and also 
that there are some Muslims in tlie Congress organisation 
in other provinces. But tlie Council is of opinion that 
these Muslims in the Congi'ess do not and cannot 
represent the Mussalmans of India, for the simple 
reason that tlieir number is very insignificant and that 
as members of the Congress tliey have disabled them¬ 
selves from representing or speaking on behalf of the 
Muslim community. Were it not so, the whole claim 
of the Congress alleged in your letter regarding its 
national character would fall to the ground. 

As regards “ the other Muslim organisations ■' to 
which reference has been made in your letter, but whom 
you have not even named, the Council considers that 
it would have been more proper if no reference had been 
made to them. If they collectively or individually had 
been in a position to speak on behalf of the Mussalmans 
of India, the negotiations, with the Muslim League for 
a settlement of ^ the Hindu-Muslim question would not 
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have been initiated by the President of the Congress and 
Mr. Gandhi. However, so far as the Muslim League is 
concerned it is not aware that any Muslim political 
organisation has ever made a claim that it can speak 
or negotiate on behalf of the Muslims of India. It is, 
therefore, very much to be regretted that you should 
have referred to “ other Muslim organisations ” in this 
connection. 

The Council is equally anxious to bring about a 
settlement of “the much vexed Hindu-Muslim question” 
and thus hasten the realization of the common goal, but 
it is painful to find that subtle arguments are being 
introduced to cloud the issue and retard tlie progress 
of the negotiations. 

In view of the facts stated above the Council still 
hopes that the representative character of the Muslim 
League will not be questioned and tliat the Congress will 
proceed to appoint a committee on that basis. 

With reference to tlie second resolution tlie Council 
iv’ishes to point out that it considered undesireablc the 
inclusion of Mussalmans in the Committee that might 
be appointed by the Congress because it would meet to 
solve and settle the Hindu-Muslim question and so in 
the very nature of tlie issues involved they would not 
command the confidence of eitlier Hindu or the Mus- 
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salmans and tlieir position indeed would be most 
embarrassing. The Council, therefore, request you to 
consider tlie question in the light of the above 
observations. 

Witli reference to tlie third resolution it was the 
memorandum of tlie Congress referred to in your letter 
dated the 15th of May 1938 in which mention of other 
minorities was made and the Muslim League expressed 
its willingness to consult tliem, if and when it was 
necessary in consonance witli its declared policy. 

As regards your desire for the release of the 
.correspondence, including this letter, for publication 
the Council has no objection to your doing so. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Calcutta, 2nd October, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 2nd August, 1938 has been 
placed before the Working Committee. After due 
deliberation it has resolved to reply as follows : 

“Though there are inaccuracies in your letter 
no purpose will be served by dwelling on them. The 
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substance of your letter seems to be that tlie League does 
not expect tlie Congress, whether implicitly or explicitly, 
to acknowledge its status as tlie autlioritative Muslim 
organisation of India. If this view is accepted by tlie 
League, I am auUiorised to state tliat the Working 
Committee will confer with the Committee that may be 
appointed by the League to draw up the terms of 
settlement, 

“Tile Working Committee will be represented by 
at least five of its members at the sitting of tlie Con¬ 
ference.” 

“ As tlie previous correspondence lias already been 
released for publication, I am taking the liberty of 
issuing this to the Press.” 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) SuBHAs C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Little Gibbs Road, Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 10th October, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I am in receipt of your letter dated the 2nd of 
October which was placed before the Executive Council. 
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I am autliorised to state in reply as follows :— 

The Executive Council of the All India Muslim 
League regret very much that the Working Committee 
of tlie Congress should have entirely misread my letter 
dated the 2nd of August 1938 which is quite clear and 
does not require any elucidation or further interpreta¬ 
tion. The Muslim League are still ready to proceed 
with the negotiations for settlement of the Hindu- 
Muslim question on the basis defined by my letter 
referred to above and would appoint its representatives 
to meet tlie Committee tliat may be appointed by the 
Congress on the footing indicated by us in our three 
resolutions of tlie 5th of June 1938 already communi¬ 
cated to you. 

As all the Correspondence so far in this connection 
has been published I am issuing this to the Press. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 




C O R R ns P O K' D n K C K : 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

SIR TEJ BAHADUR SAPRU 
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enjoying powers without being required to give account to 
any other authority. You have expressed your annoyance 
from time to time that Ministers are not more active in 
rousing public opinion in respect'of matters relating to war 
or the general political situation. You will not allow Minis¬ 
ters to function and administer according to their own light 
and judgment. You and some of your officers will commit 
Government to policies and acts which Ministers do not 
approve of; and afterwards you expect them to stand up 
as obedient persons, fully justifying the results of your mis¬ 
taken policy. The brunt of the attack falls on Ministers. 
The Legislature is even procluded from criticising or com¬ 
menting on your conduct. You in your turn do not hesitate 
to take advantage of, and sometimes, even go beyond the 
spirit of, the provisions of the Government of India Act and 
the Instrument/ of Instructions, thus reducing ministerial 
administration to a mockery. 

“But the most difficult situation has been created with 
regard to the manner of suppression of the political movement. 

1 have told you repeatedly that, while it is the duty of 
any Government to see that acts of lawlessness are not 
committed or that disturbances are not created specially 
during this grave emergency, Government must not in any 
manner provoke a crisis or encourage or make it possible 
' for officers to commit excesses or to inflict injury on 
innocent people. Where persons deliberately commit 
■ offences, they must face the consequences of the Jaw. But 
in spite of our best efforts, indiscriminate arrests have been 
made, innocent persons assulted and shot down, and 
oppression has been carried on in some parts in a manner 
hai'dly creditable to any civilized Government. The fact 
that some British prisoners of war under German control 
were put under fetters roused the loud and angry protests of 
the British Government and its supporters. Can you not 
expresss even a fraction of that moral indignation for similar 
and even worse outrage committed on Indians by the agents 
of the British Government itself ? You have persistently 
.refused to have allegations enquired into and have also 
helped in the suppression of publication of accurate news. 

“The Congress movement in Midnapore took a very 
serious turn, and none can say anything in respect of any 
legitimate measures taken to deal with the persons guilty 
of serious offences against law. But in Midnapore repression 
has been carried on in a manner which resembles the 
activities of Germans in . occupied territories as advertised 
by the British* agencies. Hundreds of houses have been 
. 22. A . 
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statement of the so*calIed Standing Committee of the 
Sapru Conference, I shall, if necessary, deal "with ‘them 
later when I have had sufficient time to examine them 
carefully. 

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 

Dated, 6th February 1941. 

My dear Jinnah, 

Since we met last in Bombay a few months ago, 
I have several times thought of writing to you, but I have 
never been able, up to this moment, to make up my mind. 
Even now when I have decided to wile to you, I am 
writing this letter with considerable hesitation, as, if 
I cannot make things belter than they are at present, 

I certainly do not, in all conscience, want to make them 
worse. But I believe that since 1916 when we came 
together in the old India Legislative Council, you have 
know my views on the Hindu-Mahomedan question, 
and I am, therefore, venturing to hope that you will not 
misunderstand my point of view. 

Although, I have not been taking active part in 
politics of the country for the last few years, the old 
interest still survives, and I follow fairly closely the 
trend of events. Tlie trend of recent evenfs has only 
tended to confirm me in my belief that the supreme 
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necessity of tlie hour is a settlement between tlie Hindus 
and tlie Muslims, or to put it in party politics, between 
the Congi-ess and tlie Hindu Sabba and the Muslim 
League. It is my misfortune that owing to some very 
strong convictions, I have found it impossible to join 
eitlier of tlie first two and for obvious reasons I could 
not be a member of tlie League of which you are the 
President, and yet I feel that so long as tlie three big 
organised bodies of public opinion in India remain in 
their present state of relationship to each other, tlie 
future of this country cannot be by any means bright. 
It is not my purpose to discuss in tliis letter which of 
these three parties is to blame. I think that a discussion 
of tliis character can never lead to any good ; indeed, 
I think, instead of doing good, it may do positive harm. 
You will remember that even in August last when we 
met at Bombay, I told you that if the Congress and die 
Hindu Sabha would not, or were not prepared to call a 
conference for the purpose of settling differences, there 
was no reason why you, as die President of a great and 
influential League, should not take the step forward. 
Since then I have been giving this matter my constant 
attention, and at last I have made up my mind to make 
a personal appeal to you. I do not, however, pretend 
to sail under false colours. I represent neither the one 
party nor the other. I can neither offer nor accept 
terms. I can only appeal to you in my individual capa- 
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city-^in the capacity of one who strongly and genuinely 
holds that the Muslims are an integral pait of India 
and that their willing co operation with other communi 
ties, must necessarily condition the natuie, extent and 
speed of the progress of the country I am deliberately 
avoiding all reference to the controversial issues that 
divide the one from the otlier, as it is not for me to 
settle them, but for you and leadeis of othei parties, 
who can influence opinion and speak for others to laise 
these issues and to come to a settlement m regard to 
them As a realist, I feel that not only you but Mr 
Gandhi and the leaders of the Hindu Sabha, particularly 
Dr Savarkai, are men on whom the primary responsi 
bility for a settlement of those issues lies Neithei 
speeches on public platforms, nor statements and inter 
views given by leadeis, can really help the situation 
I flunk conversations, oi if I may use a hackneyed 
phrase, heart to heart conversations may possibly lead 
to some satisfactory results In any case eien if they 
do not, we shall have the satisfaction of knowing that 
everything has been done whicli could be done, to bring 
about a better state of feeling and understanding I 
am, tlierefore, \enturing to suggest on my oun account, 
without committing any other person, or any other party, 
to my views or suggestions that (1) you chould agree 
iiist to meet Mr Gandlii, and then the process of pri\alc 
talks could he extended to oUicrs (2) If you and otlier 
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Iead<-!> tjit'H J)iink, that it would ?rrvc the best interest 
of th(’ ('ountry. to invite a joint conference, tlien you all 
could tak<‘ flit' iu‘!'e>>ary .''lage. I can a.^surc you of iny 
per.'onal .•'tipporl and eti-operation in this matter. If 
your reply t<j my sngge>tion is that you will he prepared 
to .-ee .Mr. (randhi and talk over matters with him, I 
>ha}l write It) him and prchs it on him that he must sec 
you in llomhay or any other place that may suit your 
convenience. I hope very strongly that he will he (juilc 
willing to .«ee you in llomhay or any other convenient 
plaet' and diseu^^s tiling.^ with you. I think you two 
should meet fust, for if the country is dear to him, I 
helieve. it i- no less dear to you. You may he at present 
identified with the Muslim League. I have no kind of 
prejudice against the League or any one connected with 
it. and so far as you are concerned, I still prefer to look 
upon you as I used to iii days gone hy when other 
people also looked up to you, for guidance and advocacy 
of the cause of India, irrespective of caste, colour or 
creed. 

If you arc willing to see Mr. Gandhi and to discuss 
things I hope you will permit me to take him into confi¬ 
dence about what you write to me. 

With kind regards. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Tej Bahadur Sapru. 

12 
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Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Sir Tej Bahadur 
Sapru. 

Bombay, 

Dated, 10th February, 1941. 

My dear Sapru, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 6th instant 
and thank you for it. I have given to it my closest 
consideration coming as it does from you. 

The main purpose on which you have concentrated 
is directed towaids trying to induce me to agree to see 
Mr. Gandhi, I am sorry to find that you are under the 
impression that I am reluctant and opposed to seeing 
Mr. Gandhi oi any other Hindu leader on behalf of 
the Hindu community, for you say in youi letter that I 
should agree first to see Mr. Gandhi. Then you proceed 
to say further, “ if your reply to my suggestion is that 
you will be prepared to see Mr. Gandhi and talk over 
matters with him I sliall write to him and pi ess it upon 
him that he must see you at Bombay or any other place 
that may suit your convenience.” Please remo\e this 
erroneous impression from your mind. I have always 
been ready and willing to see Mr. Gandhi or any oilier 
Hindu leader on behalf of Hindu community and do 
all I can to help the solution of the Hindu*Muslim 
problem. 
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As regards other matters in your letter I cannot 
do better than to send you a press cutting giving full 
text of my speech that I made in tlie course of the debate 
in tlie Assembly on the Supplementary Finance Bill last 
November, as I fear that your attention, if at all, could 
have been drawn only to the A. P. summary that appear¬ 
ed in most of the papers at tlie time. 

This will give you some idea of the position and 
the point of the Muslim League. 

I thank you for your personal references to me 
which I need not say I appreciate very much. 

Yours sincerely, 
(5d.)M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 19th February,. 1941. 

My dear Jinnah, 

Thank you ever so much for your kind letter of the 
10th February. 'l regret to say that I have been having 
high fever for the last five or six days and am therefore 
unable to attend to any political correspondence. As 
soon as I get better I shall write to you again about the 
matter about which I wrote to you on the 6th February. 
I appreciate very much the promptness with which you 
have so kindly replied to me. 

yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Tej Bahadur Sapru. 




MR, JINNAH 
& 

SIR ROGER LUMLEY 




WITH MR. JlNNAir 


183 


Lelter from Sir Roger Lumley lo Mr. M. A. Jinnah. 

(Confidential) 

Government House, 
Ganeshkliind, July 20, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Jinnali, 

His Excellenc}’ die Viceroy has asked me to let 
you kno\s' liis intentions on the matters which follow. I 
had hoped that I would he able to see you myself in 
order diat I might convey this message to you personally, 
as was his desire : but unfortunately, now that I am in 
a position to give you the message, I am not entirely 
fit, and I am therefore writing to convey it to you by 
this letter, ^vhicli I am sending doivn lo Bombay by 
special messenger. 

The Viceroy has continued to have very much in 
mind die whole situation in regard to tlie war effort and 
the association of non-ofiicial opinion with the prosecution 
of die war. The obstacles, however, to any settlement 
on the basis of the complete offer of August last, which 
emerged so clearly during the. discussions last autumn, 
still exist, to his very great regret, as the last few months 
and the reactions to the Secretary of State’s statement 
in the House of Commons on April 22 have made clear. 

In these circumstances, it is equally clear that he 
cannot look for that degree of support from the major 
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parties, for the proposals embodied in the August offei, 
which he desires Nevertheless, the burden of the conduct 
of the war on the Central Government has greatly in 
creased, and, for administrative reasons, it is essential 
to proceed with some increase in the membership of the 
Viceioy’s Council within the terms of the August offer 
The Viceroy, accordingly, is anxious that you should 
know that he is now, %vith the approval of His Majesty’s 
Government, creating five new portfolios 

These new portfolios and the names of the gentle¬ 
men by whom they have been accepted aie as follows 
Supply—Sir Homi Mody , Infoimation—Sir Akbir 
Hydan , Civil Defence—Mr Raghavendia Rao , Indians 
Overseas—Mr Aney , Labour—Sir Firoz Khan Noon 

Tlie Viceroy would also like you to know that he 
proposes to fill the vacancies arising in the portfolio of 
Law when Sir Zafrulla Khan goes to the Federal Court, 
and m the portfolio of education when Sir Giija Shankii 
Bajpai takes up a mission overseas by the appointment 
of Sir Sultan Ahmed and Mr Sarkar 

In addUion, the Viceroy does not feel that, because 
of the difficulty m securing the support of the majoi 
political parties, it is possible to delay furllier the more 
active as«’ociation of non ofiicnl Indian opinion will 
the prosecution of tlic war 
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He is aocordingly cstal)lishing willi the approval 
of His Majesty's Govcniinciit, a National Defence 
Counci]. Jhis Connril Avill consist of some 30 members, 
nine of whom will he drawn from Indian States. 

Ihc Viccrov regards it as essential that the Great 
-Mnsl im community shmdd he represented on that 
Council by persons of the highest prominence and capa¬ 
city. He has accordingly invited the Preniicj’ of Assam, 
Bengal, the Punjab and Sind to serve as members of it, 
and he has extended invitations also to certain other 
prominent Muslims, such as Sir Mahomed Usman. 

He has considered whether he should invite you to 
let him have any suggestions as to possible personnel 
for this Council, l)ut being aware, as he is, of your 
general attitude, he has concluded that it would be 
preferable not to embarrass you by inviting you to make 
suggestions. 

It is intended that an announcement about these 
changes will be made on the morning of Tuesday, July 
22, and the Viceroy is anxious that you should have 
through me this advance information of what is pro¬ 
posed. I would have much preferred to have given you 
this message orally, but this letter contains the substance 
of it. 
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I hope that you have now fully recovered from 
youi recent illness 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd) Roger Lumley 

Letter from Mr M A Jinnali to Sir Roger I umle> 
Dear Sir Roger, 

I am in receipt of your letter of July 20, 1941, 
which embodies tlie message of His Excellency the 
Viceroy I deeply regret the decision taken by him with 
the approval of His Majesty’s Government I appreciate 
when he says that he does not wish to make suggestions, 
knowing, as he does, not only my general attitude but 
that of the All India Muslim League 

Fuither I cannot appiove of his Iiaving invited the 
Muslim League Premiers or any other Muslim Leaguer 
under the sclieme of the expansion of the Viceio>’s 
Council as well as what is non called the Natioml 
Defence Council, because it is ob\ious tint it uould 
embarrass the Muslim League organnation And I do 
hope and trust that His Excellency ^m 11 a\oid such a 
contingency 

Besides, it is Inrdly fair or proper that the) sliould 
he approached h) His Excellency o\er the head of the 
President and the Executi\c of tlic All India Muslim 
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League, knowing full well the position and the attitude 
that the All-India Muslim League has adopted. 

It is staled in his message that the Viceroy regards 
it tis essential that the great Muslim community should 
be represented by persons of the higliesl prominence and 
capacity. Would it be creditable for any individual 
prominent .or capable Muslim belonging to an organi¬ 
sation to accept the invitation contrary to the position and 
the attitude taken up by that organisation, and would 
it do any credit to Government if they succeed in alluring 
him and create a breach in the organisation, in the 
hope that he may throw up his allegiance to the party 
to which he belongs in order to accept the invitation of 
His Excellency. 

I maintain that the great Muslim community is 
represented authoritatively only by the All-India Muslim 
League organisation. Persistence in this course will not 
improve matters, but on the contrary it will lead to 
bitterness on the part of the Muslim League, which up 
to the present moment, fortunately, does not exist, how¬ 
ever emphatically we have disapproved of the policy 
which has been pursued by His Majesty’s Government 
and the Viceroy. 

Before I conclude I am extremely sorry to hear 
that you are not well and I hope that you will soon 
recover from your illness. 
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Thanking you for your land inquiries, I am now 
much better. 


Yours sinceiely, 
{Sd ) M A JiNNAH 


Letlei from Sir Rogei Lumley to Mr M A Jinnah 
Ganeshkhmd, July 22 

Dear Mr Jinnah, 

Thank you for youx letter of July 21, the contents 
of which I have passed on to the Viceroy I am glad 
to hear you have recovered Thanks for your kind 
inquiry, I am much better 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd) Roger Lumley 
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MR. JINNAH 
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Letter from Mr. Faziul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

8tli December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnab, 

You must have read in the papers my statements 
on the necessity of a final attempt to solve tlie communal 
problem of India. I do not wish to do anything without 
your consent and I am tlierefore writing these few lines 
to request you to call a meeting of the Working Com¬ 
mittee or of the Council of tlie All-India Muslim League 
as early as possible. In all my statements, I have said 
nothing beyond the fact that the League might call the 
conference. Some day or other these communal diffe¬ 
rences will he made up, but I do not see any reason 
why the Muslim League should not take the wind out 
of tlie sails of other organisations and secure to itself 
the credit of having done the greatest possible service 
to India and her people. Let us discuss and if we fail, 
the blame will not be ours. As regards the subjects to 
be discussed I will send you my note later on. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque. 

. 11th December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Fazlul Haque, 

Apart from the wisdom of this move on your part, 
I regret to say that you should have adopted this course 
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without reference to me. From your statement, it folio^\'s 
that you are forcing the Muslim League that they sliould 
take the initiative, because in your second statement 
you are definitely appealing to the members of the 
Council of the All-India Muslim League to support you 
and state that they should call upon me to summon an 
emergency meeting of the Council or the Working Com¬ 
mittee of the League. This, whatever may have been 
your intentions, clearly conveys that I am not willing 
to come to a settlement for this unfortunate deadlock, 
for which the Congress alone is responsible, 

I know you are very busy as the head of the Bengal 
Government. Perhaps you have not followed what has 
taken place at the various stages of negotiations uplo 
the present moment. I would therefore request you to 
read carefully at least the resolutions of the Working 
Committee and tiie Council of the All-India Muslim 
League and my recent speech in the Central Assembly 
in connection with the supplementary Finance Bill. Tliis 
speech of mine is fully reported in many neu’spapers. 

You have already in the public press declared 
your opinion as if the Muslim League was to he goaded 
by somebody to come to a settlement and decided that 
^ve should consider tliC proposals which you are going 
to formulate for the purpose. I am glad lliat you arc 
going to send me those proposals and I am awaiting 
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tliem before I can express any furtlier opinion on the 
matter with regard to calling tlie meeting of the Working 
Committee or the Council. As suggested to you apart 
from tlie wisdom of your having issued these statements 
and having appealed to the members of the Council in 
the Press I tliink your move will convey the impression 
in the political quarters'in India and in England that 
the Mussalmans are divided as it has already been so 
interpreted in many quarters. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

14th December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

4 

I am very sorry tliat owing to prevailing facts and 
circumstances my move has already been misunderstood. 
I made it clear in my statements that I did not wish to 
dictate to you anything, but only to express the desire 
that there should be an effort for peace. In doing so, 
I never meant to insinuate that any one was to blame 
although I did perfectly know where the offence really 
lies. But, it would not be politic for me to say anything 
indicating that I am already a party-'man. At the same 
time, I feel so strongly that there should be one more 
peace effort and for that reason I could not resist the 
temptation of making a suggestion. I never meant that 


13 
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I should take the lead or I should dictate hut I was really 
asking you to take the lead and as the head of the premier 
political organisation of India, to call everybody-else 
to meet you in order that they may be able to put their 
case before you and you may be in a position to discuss 
problems with them across the table and come to a 
decision. My object really wa^ to put you in the position 
of the dictator of India. I am sorry if I have been mis¬ 
understood by you and my other friends. If you still 
think that my move has in any way been unwise, you 
can tell me accordingly. It is far from my intention to 
bring about a disruption in the Muslim League. I hope 
you will write to me both freely and frankly so that I 
may be able to repair any wrong that I may have unwit¬ 
tingly inflicted on the reputation of the League. 

My only desire has been for peace because I feci 
that unless there is unity among all communities on the 
principle of give and take, there will he no constitutional 
advance and no prospect of a belter India than we know 
at the present moment. 

The present Government of India Act is absolutely 
rubbish. It give^ us responsibility but no power. It 
gives all the power to the Governor and the Governor- 
General-in-Council hut all tlie responsibilities to the 
Ministers. 
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You can tlierefore, easily understand how much 
we feel our position under the present constitution and 
how much we are longing for a better state of things. 
I feel that tlie only obstacle in the way is the present 
impasse. I therefore think tliat this should be removed 
anyhow but not by any surrender of our principles or of 
the position that we now hold. That will be for you 
to decide but do please try to bring about a solution 
which will enable India to march forward. If you think 
that it is the Pakistan scheme and nothing else why not 
send for these people and explain to them what you 
mean ? People are not able to appreciate or understand 
the thing’ fully. This will be removed if you have free 
talks with the leaders. It is not for me to suggest ways 
and means but I have indicated to you my heart’s desire 
and I hope you will appreciate it. 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque. 

4th January, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Fazlul Huque, 

I really do not know what I can say with regard 
to this matter. I think you have seen what the Press 
has been writing about this move. You have recently 
issued a statement from Poona saying that you are mis- 
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understood. Well, I cannot blame the people because 
I said from the very beginning that it was a veiy umvise 
move. I am quite sure that you did not intend to bring 
about a disruption in Muslim League. I quite appreciate 
youi desire for peace and settlement and nobodv desires 
them more than I do. But, the question is how they 
should be brought about. When the other party has 
declared a war and is holding a pistol at voui head, 
what do you propose that I should do ? \^Tiat do you 
think IS the aim and the object of the Congress m launch¬ 
ing civil disobedience ? Is it not obvious that they 
want to bend the British Government to surrender or 
yield to their demands? At whose cost? 0\er our 
head and at our cost. 

An old and experienced politician like you and a 
veteran fightei that you are, what do you expect mo 
to do m tliese circumstances ? 

Youis sincerel). 

{Sd ) M. A. JiNNAii. 

Letter from Mr, Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

7th January, iPfL 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have received your letter. I quite understand } our 
vieu-point but certainly something ^\ill have to he done. 
However, I am doing nothing at the present moment and 
I am allowing things to simmer. As a matter of fact. 
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I am watching developments. If there is anything parti¬ 
cular, I shall let you know. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque, 

. dated 21st January 1941. 

My attention drawn to a summary press report of 
our correspondence regarding your move Hindu-Muslim 
settlement. Report incorrectly represented. Its source 
am informed Calcutta. Propose release complete corres¬ 
pondence. 

Telegram from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah, 
dated 22nd January, 1941. 

Surprised your telegram. I know absolutely 
nothing. Will you kindly await my letter, just writing ? 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have already sent you a wire yesterday about 
incorrect reports in the Press regarding our Hindu- 
Muslim unity move. As I.have already wired to you, 

I know nothing about these mis-statements in the Press 
nor have I yet seen them. You say that they emanated 
from Calcutta. I made enquiries but I cannot lay my 
hand on any one who may be guilty. I can have no 
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objection to your publishing the whole correspondence, 
but I would ask you to consider if that will not worsen 
matters. It would be much better if you made a fresh 
statement pointing out the inaccuracies and stating what 
the real facts are. I feel more and more convinced that 
this unity move is bound to be a fiasco as Communities 
do not show the slightest inclination to be fiiendly. In 
these circumstances, no useful purpose will be served 
by our publication of the correspondence that passed 
between us at a time when I was full of hope. I am 
still anxious to work for a compromise -when the parties 
are unaccommodating other. Hope you will consider 
my point of view before you decide anything. 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Fazlul Huque. 

1942 - 43 


Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

New Dellii, 
November 13, 1912. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

You have knoum me for over 30 years and you can 
easily realise I liave been longing to meet you and to 
assure you my attachment to you and the Muslim 
League. 
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It is an irony of fate that this rift should have taken 
place between you and me after close co-operation for 
the long span of over quarter of a century. However, 
I request you to allow the dead-past bury its dead and 
throw a veil over all that has happened during the past 
few months and remove the ban on me and my supporters 
and facilitate our entry in the League fold. I can assure 
you that I will abide by thei discipline of the party and 
the instructions of the President of the Muslim League. 

As for the Progressive Muslim League, up to now 
it exists on paper only and it ceases to exist automatically 
witli my entry and the entry of my supporters into the 
League. 

' I need hardly emphasise the fact that in the interests 
of Islam and Muslim solidarity I am prepared to make 
any sacrifices and to subordinate my personal interests 
and inclinations to the supreme demand of Muslim 
Nation. I am extremely anxious that the breach in the 
Muslim community should be made up and efforts 
should be made that no Muslim may remain outside 
the folds of tlie League. 

I understand you will be leaving Delhi tonight, 
but I would appreciate it very much if you would give 
me a few minutes’ time to talk to you personally and 
to explain everything frankly. 
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Under Providence I leave the interest of Bengal 
Muslims in your hands. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sfi.) A. K. Fazlul Haque. 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated February 5, 1943. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am determined to solve the Bengal tangle and to 
put an end to the meaningless strife which is having the 
most undesirable consequences on the prospects of the 
Muslim community in Bengal. 

Through the mercy of Providence I have an assured 
position in the Bengal Legislative Assembly and can 
carry on for an indefinite period till the end of the war 
and one year after. 

But I am going to sacrifice all that I now possess 
for the sake of my country and of the solidarity of my 
community. 

The step that I am Inking will also show that I 
liave not been able to blame for the unfoilunate events 
that have taken place in Bengal during the last lo 
months and dial I have been more sinned against than, 
sinning. I do not, however, wish to rake up the un¬ 
pleasant past, but to concentrate on tbc future. 
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I patltcrod from ihe Iasi words you told me in ihe 
course of my last inUnviow with you that in case I 
liquidate the Propressive Party and resign from my 
ofiice as Premier yt)U would lift the han which has been 
pul on me. 

I have ihouphl enrefully over the situation and 
with a view to facilitate my coming hack to the League, 
I am ready to tender my resignation which will mean 
the automatic dissolution of the Progressive Coalition 
Party. 

May I now get a line from you to tell me that I 
have understood you alright, and that the ban pul on 
me will be liflcfl as soon as I tender resignation of my 
ofllce as Premier ? If so, I will lake my step I have 
indicated and I hope you will render the barest possible 
justice by taking me back to the League as soon as your 
conditions are satisfied. 

If I come back to the League, it will be a matter 
of parly politics in Bengal for Muslim members and 
Muslim leaders to determine as to -who should be the 
chief and what should be the composition of the Bengal 
Cabinet ? 

So long as we do not contravene the rules and 
principles you have laid down, I hope, you will not 
impose your decision on the steps we may lake in Bengal 
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for securing the best possible administration in the 
country. 

With deep regards, 

I am, ' 

Sincerely yOurs, 

(Sd.) A. K. Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huqe. 

Dated February 10, 1943. 

Dear Mr. Huque, 

I am in receipt of your letter of February 5. In 
the course of the interview that you had with me in 
consequence of your letter of November 13, 1942, I 
maintained that our decision was entirely due to your 
wrong conduct and action that you took and that you 
have already done a very great barm to the Muslim 
cause, of which you are belter aware than anybody else. 

I re-assured you that I have no personal feeling 
in the matter nor was I, or am I influenced by any 
outside agency or any particular individual. 

I took the decision of expelling you from ibe 
Muslim League because your conduct and action was a 
gross breach of discipline and fundamental principles 
and policy of the All-India Muslim League organisation. 
Therefore, you expressed regret and assured me thal 
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you woir rcpf'iUanl and also expressed your willingness 
to ahide hy whatever proposal I woidd consider fair. 

^ on l<dd me that all that you wanted was that the 
han should he lifted aiul that you were ready and willing 
to remain as an fjrdinary memher of the League and 
serve the organisation in any eajiaeity that the League 
may assign to you. 

In your letter of .\'ov. 1.3, 19125 also before I gave 
you an interview you staled “ I can assure you that 
I will ahide hy the discipline of the parly and the ins¬ 
tructions of the Provident of the Muslim League.’’ 

Thereupon I made the following suggestions to 
you subject to the fmal sanction of the Working Com¬ 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League. 

(1) That you should express your regret for what 
you have done. If you have now come to the conclusion 
that you should he re-admitted as a member, it is due 
to the organisation from you, wdiose membership you 
value so much, that you should show repentance on 
your part. Otherwise if members were expelled and 
allow^ed to he re-admilled, as if nothing had happened, 
it would not only be inconsistent with self-respect of the 
organisation but "^vould be destructive of the elementary 
principles of discipline. 
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The first point, therefore that I suggested in my 
last interview with you, uas that you should express 
your regret for ivhat you have done. 

(2) That you should liquidate the Progressive 
Coalition Party or completely dissociate yourself from 
It and resign from your office as Premier. After that, 
I told you, I was prepared to see that the ban should 
be lifted and that you and other Muslims, who were 
expelled, should be eligible for membership of the 
Muslim League and also to Muslim League Parly in tlie 
Bengal Assembly. Thereafter, the Muslim League 
party in the Bengal Assembly will take such decisions 
as may be necessary from lime to time with regard to 
matters arising in connection with and relating to the 
Legislature and the administration of the Government 
of Bengal in consonance with the fundamental principles 
and the policy of the All India Muslim League , subject 
of course, to one over riding provision which is em* 
bodied in the Resolutioii^No 2 of the Working Commit¬ 
tee dated Oct 22, 1939 and confirmed by Re'solution 
No 1 of the Council of tlie All India Muslim League 
dated Feb 25, 1910, which runs as follows ;— 

“The Working Committee hereb) empower the 
P^e^ldenl to advise, guide and issue instructions to 
Muslim League parties in the various Provincial Legis¬ 
latures in the event of some sudden ernergenc> arising. 
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“'liie Lt'a^ino parlies sluill give cfl'ecl lo 

or carry *hH iii*-iriHii()n< a^' may i)o given l)y tlic 
l^e.'.Hlenl/* 

Al thi*^ intervi(*\v of liu* lotli iSov. 1912. you agreed 
to carry out tlie^e conditions witliin a foi'Inighl. But 
I heard nothing further from you till now. 

Befort' I close I must say that I cannot appreciate 
the lone, the language and sentiments expressed hy you 
in the fii'-t paragraj)!! of your letter, heeause although 
you conclude it hy saying “ I do not, however, wish 
lo rake up the unpleasant past, hut lo concentrate on 
the future ” you have already indulged to a considerable 
extent in raking up the past. 

I must also repudiate and cannot agree with you 
what you say in this paragraph, as it is contrary to real 
facts. I am obliged to say this because if you really 
wanted to bury the unpleasant past and intended to 
concentrate on the future you sliould not have started 
with such a preamble as is contained in this paragraph 
of your letter. 

Nor do T understand the last paragraph of your 
letter, speeially when you say “ I hope you will not 
impose your deeision on the steps that we take in Bengal 
for securing tlie best possible administration for all 
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communities in the country.” Perhaps it is a mistake 
and I suppose you mean Bengal. 

Nor do I understand what is the meaning of your 
suggestion that I should not impose my decision on the 
steps that you may take in Bengal. 

However, it seems to me that the last paragraph 
of your letter need not be discussed further, in view of 
what I have already explained and stated above, namely 
the conditions to be complied with, in order to facilitate 
your being re-admitted to the Muslim League organi¬ 
sation. 

I shall move in the matter as soon as the above 
conditions are satisfied by you. 

With kind regards. 

Yours sincerely, 
(5(i.) M, A. JiNNAii. 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

NAWAB OF CHATTARI 
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-Letter from Nawab of Chattari to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated 20th July, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

As I have accepted a salaried appointment in an 
Indian State I write this to tender my resignation from 
the membership of the Council of tlie All-India Muslim 
League. It is needless for me to say that your good 
wishes and blessings would always be a source of great 
strength to me and I am sure that they would not be 
denied. 

With kind regards. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Ahmed Said. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Nawab of Chattari, 

Dated, July 30, 1941. 

Dear Nawab Sahib, 

I received your letter dated July the 20th from 
Chattari in the afternoon of the 24th of July 1941. On 
examining the envelope I find that it was posted and 
registered at Delhi on the 22nd of July. 

I beg to inform you that it was decided before the 
receipt of your letter to take disciplinary action against 
yoii as indicated by my statement issued on the 21st 
14 



210 


leaders’ correspondence 


as you were a member of the Muslim League for having 
joined the so-called National Defence Council. I regret, 
therefore, that apart irom the technicality that your 
letter should have been addressed to the Secretary, I 
am unable to accept your resignation pending the result 
of the disciplinary action that has to be taken against 
you. However, I am forwarding your letter to the 
Secretary of the All-India Muslim League. 

Yours sincerely, 
(5d.) M. A. JlNNAH. 



CORRESPO NDE’NQE 


MR. JINNAH 
& 

MAULANA AZAD 
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Telegram 

Bombay, 12th July 1940. 

From Maulana Azad to Mr. Jinnah :— 

“ Confidential. Your July 9 statement : The Con¬ 
gress Delhi resolution definitely means by National 
Government a composite Cabinet not limited to any 
single party. But is it the position of the League that 
she cannot agree to any provisional arrangement not 
based on the two-nation scheme ? If so, pleae clarify 
by wire.” 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply :— 

ft 

“ Your telegram cannot reciprocate confidence. I 
refuse to discuss with you, by correspondence or other¬ 
wise, as you have completely forfeited the confidence 
of Muslim India. Can’t you realise you are made a 
Muslim ‘ show-boy ’ Congress President to give it colour 
that it is national and deceive foreign countries. You 
represent neither Muslims nor Hindus. The Congress 
is a Hindu body. If you have self-respect resign at once. 
You have done your worst against the League so far. 
You know you have hopelessly failed. Give it up.” 




CORRESPONDENCE: 


MR. JINNAH 
& 

ALLAMA MASHRIQI 
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t 

Telegram from Allama Mashriqi to Mr. Jinnah :— 

5th May, 1942. 

“ My telegram dated 28th April unreplied.' Can 
you state minimum conditions for united demand for 
National Government ? Do you approve active co¬ 
operation of Kliaksars with Rajagopalachariar ? ” 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply to Allama Mashriqi’s telegram : 

11th May, 1942. 

“ YpuV telegram 5tli May. My appeal to Khak- 
sars is to join and support whole-heartedly League policy 
at this critical juncture. Not possible discuss terms 
united demand as requested by means correspondence. 
—Jinnah.” 




CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

MR. C. RAJAGOPALACHARI 
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Telegram from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. 
Jinnah :—- 

2nd February, 1943. 

“ In pursuance of a general desire to consider the 
situation arising out of Gandhiji’s fast, we earnestly 
request you to join the Conference here on Feb. 18, 
Thursday afternoon, which Kunzru, Ghaznavi, Srini- 
vasan, Joshi, Kazmi, Banerjee, Chaudhary, Sant Singh 
and selves convening.” 

Mr. Jiimah’s reply :— 

Bombay, Feb. 15, 1943. 

In a letter to Mr. C. Rajagopalachari, replying to 
his invitation to attend tlie conference, Mr. Jinnah says, 
“ The situation arising out of Mr. Gandhi’s fast is really 
a matter for the Hindu leaders to consider and advise 
him accordingly.” 

Mr. Jinnah adds, “ I regret I am unable to asso¬ 
ciate myself with the proposed conference at Delhi on 
the 18th of February, 1943 for it is apparent from the 
recent correspondence between the Viceroy, the Gov¬ 
ernment of India and Mr. Gandhi, that has been pub¬ 
lished in die Press, that there is no change on the part 
of Mr. Gandhi in the attitude and stand taken by him 
last August ‘ vis-a-vis ’ the Muslim League except the 
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reiteration of his oft-repeated political demand having 
for its sanction a threat to resort to “ mass civil dis¬ 
obedience.” Now he has undertaken this dangerous 
fast with a view to enforce that demand which if con¬ 
ceded or agreed to under such coercive method, it is 
obvious, will destroy the Muslim demand and involve 
complete sacrifice of the vital and paramount interests 
of Muslim India. 

“ Moreover, great political issues and complex 
political problems of this subcontinent involving the 
destinies of millions cannot be settled or solved by 
means and methods of fasting adopted by Mr. Gandhi. 

“ I do however, hope that your efforts may lead to 
the path of reason and peace and then there would come 
an opportunity for friendly negotiations which might, I 
trust, result in a settlement satisfactory not only to the 
two major nations—Hindus and Muslims—^but to all 
other interests and minorities concerned.” 



CORRESPONDENCE: 


MR. JINNAH 
& 

SHEIKH ABDUL MAJID 
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After resigning from tlie Muslim League, Sheikh 
Abdul Majid wrote a letter dated 25th Oct. 1943 in¬ 
forming Mr. Jinnah about his resignation. 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply :— 


Dated, 4th Nov. 1943. 

Dear Sheikli Abdul Majid, 

“I am in receipt of your letter of October 25, 1943, 
informing me that you have resigned from the 
Muslim League organisation. Wliat do you expect me 
to do after you have taken your decision without 
apprising me of your complaints against die Ministry of 
placing them before the Working Committee of the All- 
India Muslim League which would have been the correct 
procedure for you to adopt before you took this fatal 
step. 

In these circumstances I note that you have resign¬ 
ed from the Muslim League organisation’’ 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 
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After resigning from the Muslim League, Sheikh 
Abdul Majid wrote a letter dated 25th Oct. 1943 in¬ 
forming Mr. Jinnah about his resignation. 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply :— 


Dated, 4th Nov. 1943. 

Dear Sheikli Abdul Majid, 

“I am in receipt of your letter of October 25, 1943, 
informing me that you have resigned from the 
Muslim League organisation. What do you expect me 
to do after you have taken your decision without 
apprising me of your complaints against the Ministry of 
placing them before the Working Committee of the All- 
India Muslim League which would have been the correct 
procedure for you to adopt before you took this fatal 
step. 

In these circumstances I note that you have resign¬ 
ed from the Muslim League organisation.^^ 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 



